Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1301 (Melissa Macko, April 22, 2010)

o 1301 1

Kris Livingston
From: Melissa Macko [mmmacko@yahoo.com] Date: April 22, 2010
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2010 11:22 PM i ’
To: HSR Comments . e .
Ce: Syed Murtuza; Mayor Cathy Baylock sza; ,&f,,a;'tﬂ’ Ctagfo.:miggh Speed Rail Authority
Subject: HSR Concemns reet, sutte
Attachments: HSR.doc Sacramento, CA 95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916} 322-0827
To Whem It May Conmcern:

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Please find attached letter expressing my concerns regarding the potential construction of a Dear Mr. Leavitt:

HSR through Burlingame.
| am writing before Aprit 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA)
March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR (EIR). |am a resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San
Sincerely, Jose, specifically, Burfingame.
Melissa Macko
Here are my concerns:

1 1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled {200 trains a day), and the
expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steef wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
increase a lot and cause problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons:
1301-1
__ Burlingame is a pedestrian community; adding the HSR through our city wouid make shopping at the retailers
in downtown Burlingame or on Broadway unpleasant with the significant and frequent increase in noise. Plus the
proximity to the high school and parks frequented by families would cause disruption.

3 HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe 4
more tracks if passing sidings are needed. This is a big change from the way it is now and would be like putting a
freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school from the residents on the other’
side of the tracks and divide the east and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR underground the tracks. 1301-2

[ClAerial tracks will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 train tracks. There will be impact on
community cohesion with aerial tracks dividing our city.

Please explain how you concluded that the noise impact on our community would be “low”. 1301-3

O Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be a huge change that will
be harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction,
plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will be harm how our
neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Currently, approaching Washington Park from Buringame

Avenue, walkers and bikers enjoy views of the lovely urban forest that anchors the front of the high school which 1301-4
would be shrouded by the HSR.

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be “low."

O My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR.

This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property must be taken to run

these temporary tracks. | am specifically worried about this division at the foliowing address: 1301-5
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Comment Letter 1301 - Continued

cc: Cathy Bayiock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
cbaylock@burlingame.org
Assemblyman Jerry Hill
19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real, Suite 302, San Mateo, CA 94402, Tel: (650) 349-1900, Fax: (650) 341~
4676

[ HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. | 1301-6 Senator Leland Yee
District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402, (650) 340-8840
O | don't want trees cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. I 1301-7 Senator Joe Simitian
11" District, 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301, Phone: (650) 688-6384, Fax: (650) 688-
O 1 have children who attend the following schools: 6370
Congresswoman Jackie Speier
Roosevelt Elementary School. Atthough my children do not cross the section where the HSR would be built, many | 130]1-8 12" Congressional District, 400 S. Ef Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402

students at our school would have to cross this section of Burlingame to get to school. 300 (number) students
attend this school, which is in session from 8:30 a.m. - 3 p.m. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations,
construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment.

O please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National
Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise
levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.

1301-9

] Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans
with Disabilities Act {ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to schoof students with hearing, respiratory
and other disabilities.
O Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about the

health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at the high school and in neighboring businesses and

homes. 1301-10
m)
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

[Continued on next page]

To aveid the problems indicated, you should:
O Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
O Put the high speed train in a covered trench.
O Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor

problems. 1301-11
[ Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

__Melissa Macko,
. 1257 Cabrillo Avenue,
Burlingame, California 94010
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1301 (Melissa Macko, April 22, 2010)

1301-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1301-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1301-3

The noise impacts along the Claltrain Corridor are rated low only for
those alignment alternatives that are either in a tunnel or passing
through sparsely populated areas. Overall, the noise impact rating
was identified at the program level to be "Medium" as shown in
Table 3.4-4 in Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, in the 2008 Final
Program EIR. The medium noise impact rating is based on: (1)
grade separations which would eliminate the need for bells at
crossings and for the Caltrain trains to sound warning horns as they
approach each grade crossing; and (2) lower operating speeds
resulting in noise levels similar to the existing Caltrain operations.
See also Standard Responses 3 and 5.

1301-4

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping

would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

The photosimulation provided in the 2008 Final Program EIR shows
a partially elevated railway crossing a partially depressed North Lane
at the Burlingame Caltrain station. The trees of Washington Park
would still be visible behind the new structure. They are tall and
visually dominant. The grade-separation eliminates the barrier to
access of closed crossing gates from the pedestrians, bicycles and
auto traffic crossing from Burlingame Avenue towards the high
school.

1301-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
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assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1301-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1301-7

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1301-8

Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of
subsequent project-level environmental documents. The Authority
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS
processes.

1301-9

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Like the original Bay Area to
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS processes.

1301-10
See Response to Comment 1028-10.
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1301-11
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1302 (Jim Baleix, April 26, 2010)

1302

Kris Livingston

From: Jim Baleix [jimbaleix@gmail. com]

Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 5:14 PM

Teo: HSR Comments

Ce: blymember. .ca.gov, lymember. ruskir y.ca.gov;
senator yee@sen.ca.gov, senator. simittaN@sen.ca gov, chaylock@burlingame.org;
tnagel@b arg, akeighrar i e.org, mbrownrigg@burl org;
jdeal@burlingarme.org

Subject: HIGH SPEED RAIL

Attachments: HSR Burlingame.doc

SEE ATTACHED

Date: April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 “L” Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916} 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rait Authorities (HSRA}
March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR (EIR). | am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between
San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns;

O 1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the
expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
increase a ot and cause problems at the following addresses/iocation and for the foliowing reasons: 001

_831 EDGEHILL DR,

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses.

[ HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe 4
more tracks if passing sidings are needed. This is a big change from the way it is now and would be like putting a
freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school from the residents on the other
side of the tracks and divide the east and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR underground the tracks. |[1302-2

DAerial tracks will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 train tracks. Please describe how you
decided that there wifl be NO impact on community cohesion for this address.

[ Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be a huge change that will
be harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction,
plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will be harm how our
neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Other ways this will hurt how make my area looks:

MY GRAVEST CONCERN IS THAT THE VISIUAL APPEARANCE OF THE PROPOSED ELEVATED TRACKS WILL DESTROY
THE AMBIANCE OF THE COMMUNITY THAT THE TRACKS BISECT. EXAMPLES OF THIS CAN BE FOUND IN CHICAGO
(UNDER THE ‘L’ TRAIN) AND THE FORMER EMBARCADERO FREEWAY IN SAN FRANCISCO. | ALSO BELIEVE THAT
ELEVATING THE TRAINS WILL IMPACT THE TRANQUILITY AND PRIVACY OF NEIGHBORING HOMES, WHICH WILL
HAVE A SIGNIFICANT DETRIMENTAL AFFECT ON PROPERTY VALUES AND QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE AREA.

1302-3

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be “low."

O My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR.
This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property must be taken to run
these temporary tracks. | am specifically worried about this division at the following address:

1302-4

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1302 - Continued

2 3
O I don't want trees cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. THESE TREES ABSORB SOME OF THE 1302-5 11" District, 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301, Phone: (650) 688-6384, Fax: (650) 688+
NOICE CAUSED BY THE TRAINS AND ACT AS A VISUAL BARRIER AS WELL. - 6370
. Congresswoman Jackie Speier
00 thave A GRANDCHILD who ATTENDS the following schools: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
_TEMPLE SHALOM, OFF TROUSDALE,
. (number) students attend this school, which is in
session from 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train
operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment. 13026
2
O Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National
Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise
levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
O Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory
and other disabilities.
[ Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. 1am worried about the
health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at (address) __831 EDGEHILL DR 007
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
[Continued on next page]
To avoid the problems indicated, you shoutd consider aiternative routes to the present Caltrain corridor and 1302-8
2-

methods of construction that will not have such devastating impacts on my community.
Very truly yours,

JIM BALEIX
831 EDGEHILLDR
Burlingame, California 94010

cc: Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

cbaylock@burlingame.org

Assemblyman Jerry Hill
19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real, Suite 302, San Mateo, CA 94402, Tel: (650) 349-1900, Fax: (650) 341-
4676

Senator Leland Yee
District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402, (650) 340-8840

Senator Joe Simitian
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1302 (Jim Baleix, April 26, 2010)

1302-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1302-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1302-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.
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Comment Letter 1303 (David J. Mani, April 24, 2010)

1303
Kris Livi
is Livingston 13031
. cont.
From: Dave Mani [fiaG4@earthlink.net] Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses.
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2010 7:58 AM
T HSR Comments
Ce: Mare Hershmang@asm.ca.gov; cbaylock@buriingame org; Lieberman@sen.ca.gov,
simitian@sen.ca.gov, margo rosen@mail house.gov
ject: Areato 1'Vall vised Draft Program EIR Material Comment » . X
Subject Bay Area o Central Valley Revised Dral o8 terial Comme X[IHSR will divide Burlingame. 1t will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe mare tracks if passing
sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like putting an
Date: April 24 2010 elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the
) - residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences.
To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority 13032
3-
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425 X[IElevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks.
Sacramento, CA95814 Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address
Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov
Fax: (916) 322-0827
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear M . X[ Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR
ear Mr. Leavitt: tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding
high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the fandscape. Other ways this will hurt
. " my area's look and feel:
| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco
to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. _Devalue all the properties within visual sight and hearing level of an overhead HSR. This will decrease the city’s tax base. If you
went underground with BOTH CalTrans and HSR, then the property values all around the existing CalTrans corridor would go up, and
the city’s tax base would go up as well. Additionally, the vacated corridor property could be developed adding even more to the
Here are my concerns: city’s tax base. Your proposal for overhead HSR is a negative impact alt around...visually, auditory, and 1303-3
financial
X[ 1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day}, and the expected noise
"decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause
problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons:
_I have experienced standing near the BART overhead rail near my shop in Oakland, and when the trains . ) i
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."
pass overhead, you cannot speak on the telephone, it is that loud. It has been explained that the BART systemn was a poor design
causing excessive noise, and HSR will be quiet. NONSENSE! | have also experienced the HSR in Europe when it goes by, and it is 1303-1
DAMN loud as well. 93 DBA from 125 per hour trains is not true. | deal with DB levels in racing, my business, and 92 DBis about the X3 My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR. This will cause
sound level of a one stock Mazda Miata passing by. Who are you kidding with 93 DBA from steel on steel at 125 mph.? irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks. |am
specifically worried about this division at the following address:
" . " . 1303-4
_California Dr /OakGrove corridor from Milibrae /Burfingame border thru Peninsula Ave,
Burlingame____
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Comment Letter 1303 - Continued

X[J HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. |1303»5
To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
X[J Put the high speed train in a tunnel.

1303-9
X[1 Put the high speed train in a covered trench.
X Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems
O fdon't w; > speci i a s rain right-of- i 2 3 . P

X on't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burfingame. 1303-6 [J Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

1 | have children who attend the following schools: Very truly yours
__David J. Mani
PRINT NAME

____{number) students attend this school, which is in session from 826 Alpine Ave.
am. - p.m. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this -

school and its students and learning environment. PRINT STREET ADDRESS

Burlingame, California94010

XO Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute
$12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty

classroom

1303-7
XLCJ Please ensure that the noise, construction, poliution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
{ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.
XE1 Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about the health effects of
electromagnetic fields on people at (address)
The entire Burlingame corridor that will be adjacent to your proposed overhead rail.

1303-8

Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

[Continued on next page]

3
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1303 (David J. Mani, April 24, 2010)

1303-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1303-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1303-3
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1303-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation

construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1303-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1303-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
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impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1303-7

See Response to Comment 1003-19 regarding noise and vibration.
Site specific noise and accessibility impacts during construction and
operation of the HST to sensitive receptors, such as schools, will be
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents. The
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS processes. Also see Standard Response 5.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1303-8
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1303-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1304 (Frederick Galine, April 1, 2010)

To: Dan Leaviu, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 “L" Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:
1 am writing before April 26, 2010 to submit comments to the Revised Drafi

Program EIR (EIR). I live very ¢lose to the existing Caltrain tracks in Burlingame, so 1
am extremely worried about losing my property through Eminent Domain.

Your EIR at pg. 5-2 states: “Citics that are known to have narrow Caltrain rights-of-way
include Millbrae, San Mateo, Redwood City, Atherton, Menlo Park, Palo Alto, Mountain View and
Sunnyvale. In these locations the PCIPB right-of-way would not be sufficiently wide enough to
accommodate alf four tracks and at the program level would result in the need to acquire up to
approximately 10 acres of additional adjacent property at various locations between San Francisco and San
Jose.” At pgs. 6-2,6-3,6-10,6-11,6-14,6-15,6-18,6-19,7-8 EIR states that “Between San Francisco and Lick
...although property acquisition would be required for a 4-track at-grade alignment in the more narrow
portions of this right-of-way” and references now that “Heritage Trees” would need to be taken through
Eminent Domain. Pg. 7-9 refers to “considerable number of organizations, agencies, and individuals who
have expressed-concern regarding potential impacts on the Caltrain Corridor™ and pg. 7-22 refers to
“considerable city and community concern for implementation of HST along the Peninsula overall” and pg.
7-24 refers to “potential impacts along the Caltrain Corridor including: ali envi |
consequences, local growth, station planning and land use as well as noise, vibration, biological and
cultural resources.” I am concerned and comment on these new sections of the EIR:

1. SUICIDES AND DEATHS: At-Grade (street level) design anywhere from
San Francisco to San Jose would be a negligent design and likely result in increased suicides as
an “attractive nuisance”. Caltrain only travels at S0 mph through the Peninsula at street level and
yet in 2009 there has been an increase in suicides, particularly in Palo Alto, about 20. 1f the
HSRA trains travel anywhere at street level between San Jose to San Francisco at 120-150 mph,
then suicide deaths will likely increase due to the attractive nuisance of individuals wanting to
publicize their suicides via “death by HSRA train at 150 mph™ headlines. Additionally, at street
level design would likely lead to at street-level deaths and accidents between
pedestrians/automobiles and the HSRA trains. There are many elderly residents in the Peninsula
who stop on the tracks currently and may be unable to avoid the 120-150 mph trains at street
level. Further, Caltrain’s elevated tracks do not prohibit individuals without tickets from entering
clevated platforms. However, underground tunnels the entire length from SJ-SF, with required
ticket purchase prior to entering (similar to BART), would prevent these suicides and at street-
level deaths. City of San Mateo’s suggestion for a “raised alignment” at their Hillsdale/Bay
Meadows site means, by definition, that 120-150 mph trains must be “at street level” in San
Mateo prior to this, which would likely lead to wrongful death suits due to pedestrian/car
accidents and/or increased suicides ~ no other SJ-SF City is suggesting a negligent design of
street-level High Speed Trains. Because the HSRA is a public state agency, this document
constitutes actual notice and constructive notice of these issues (and other issues raise in this
letter) inherent in this negligent design and must be retained and produced pursuant to later
litigation, pursuant to a Public Records Request or discovery request. See attached newspaper
articles re Suicide Deaths on Caltrain tracks.

2. ARSENIC: A street-level or elevated track design would also cause arsenic to
be kicked up, which is in high levels near Burlingame High School, San Mateo High School,
Sunnybrae school, and along the existing Caltrain tracks. In order to property construct anywhere
at steet-level or to build elevated tracks, the entire neighborhoods around existing tracks would
need to zoned off and sealed, similar to asbestos demolition projects, duc to these dangerous
arsenic levels. These costs and health issues are not present if HSRA tunnels the entire length
from SJ-SF. See attached newspaper article regarding arsenic near Caltrain tracks and schools.

April 1,2010 1304
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1304-3
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1304-5

3. HOME OWNER TAKINGS VIA EMINENT DOMAIN: A street-level
or elevated track design requires vast amounts of homes, businesses, apartments, etc. to be taken
through Eminent Domain (ED). I am concerned about the “10 additional acres of adjacent
property”, the “property acquisition” and change from “low to moderate property impacts” in the
EIR. Iam also concerned that HSRA’s pamphlet regarding ED states that 1 may lose my Prop. 13
“Tax Exemption if forced to move, that HSRA may “move for carly possession” of my property
through Condemnation Litigation, and that I would be required to hite an atlorney to answer a
complaint “within 30 days” of service of the Complaint. These vast ED takings would constitute
the “largest taking of private residents’ property in California history” if your design was based
on street-level or elevated tracks. However, if the HSRA tunnels the entire stretch from SF-SJ,
then these ED takings won’t be required, and substantial costs would be saved, and litigation
expenses in condemnation proccedings. Alternatively, HSRA riders can be required to exit trains
at San Jose and take existing Caltrain Baby Bullet trains from SJ-SF that would only take 10
additional minutes over the HSRA’s proposed times for SJ-SE. In lieu of this extra 10 minutes, |
strongly propose that government=HSRA not use “Eminent Domain” to unnecessarily take my
property, my home where I raised my family and children, nor that of my neighbors and friends.

4. CHILDREN & NOISE, SOUND, VIBRATION IMPACTS: A strcet-
level or elevated track design, would likely cause the many schools located near the existing
Caltrain tracks to be permanently or temporarily closed due to HSRA construction and/or after
final completion. In the SJ-SF Corridor, there are approximately 35 schools that would likely
close or be severely negatively impacted, including Sunnybrae Elementary in San Mateo, and
Burlingame and San Mate High Schools. Trains at street-level or on elevated tracks will cause
severe noise, sound, and vibration impacts that will negatively affect the children’s ability to
study, concentrate and learn. And, since there is nowhere in the World where high speed trains
come through the middle of a residential community (where schools, children, elderly already
pre-exist the High Speed Trains) via a street lovel or clevated track design, it is also inconsistent
vely, mnneled s from SJ-SF will mitigate these noise, sound and

vely, tunneled

on the Pel

vibration impacts.

S, RACIAL INJUSTICE AND CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS: A street-
level or elevated track design would raise serious and potentially legal racial injustice and civil
rights issues. Along the existing Caltrain tracks there are large numbers of Hispanics, African-
Americans, and new immigrant residents. These families would suffer the most from vast
Eminent Domain takings, and they could not afford attorneys to represent them in Condemnation
proceedings “within 30 days” as stated in HSRA’s Eminent Domain handbook. Additionally, a
street-level or elevated track design will require two “Berlin Wall” type sound walls on each side
of the train tracks. These 40-foot high walls will literally and figuratively split the residential
communities and Cities along the Caltrain Corridor in half, along racial lines, with
Whites/Caucasians on the West side and Minorities on the East Side. This racial divide will be
created through a negligent design from the HSRA if street-level or elevated tracks are selected,
and would likely be investigated by the federal EEOC or California DFEH pursuant to citizen’s
concerns. However, tunneled tracks/trains from SJ-SF prevents this raci J injustice.

Frederick Galin€, Burlingame, California

Copy: Burlingame City Council, Attn: Mayor Baylock
California Assemblyman Jerry Hill
California Senator Leland Yee
California Assemblyman Ira Ruskin
California Senator Joe Simitian
California Congresswoman Jackie Spier
California Congresswoman Anna Eshoo

1304-6

1304-7

1304-8

1304-9

1304-10

'CALIFORNIA

Page 16-906



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR

Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1304 - Continued
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Death may be fourth train-related suicide at Silicon Valley high school

By 1 PREUITT

Upilated 3318 PM PDT, Tue, Oct 20, 2009

For the fourth time in less than a year, Caltrain is investigating an apparent suicide on the tracks near Gunn High School.

A Caltrain spokesperson says the victim is a teenage boy. He died on the tracks Monday evening within a few yards of three other suicides
of Gunn students. A source told NBC Bay Area he was a student at Gunn,

Southbound train 194 struck and killed the teen between at E. Meadows Drive and L. Charleston Road at around 10:50 p.m., Caltrain
spokeswoman Christine Dunn said.

‘The most recent suicide was Aug. 22 when a 13-year-old girl, an incoming Gunn freshman, was struck and killed.
Officially, Caltrain is still trying to confirm the latest death as a suicide,

“We owe it to the victim as well as to the community to do a complete and thorough investigation before we release any information,”
Chistine Dunn said,

Caltrain has spent more than $17 million for pedestrian gates, fencing and signs to improve safety at their street crossings and help keep
people off the tracks.

10 addition to the actual physical changes at the tracks, there's also a focus on mental health as a result of the student suicides.

Twa local meetings on the topic are planned for Wednesday, one facilitated by Caltrain in which community leaders and local mental
health professionals will discuss the issue. Partici| will inelude rep ives from the Palo Alto Unified School District, the San
Mateo County Health Department and Peninsula Health Care Distriet, and various police departments.

That meeting, scheduled for Wednesday morning, is not open to the public.

A separate, public meeting is planned for 7 p.m. at the Cubberley Community Center and will feature a panel of middle and high school

Tof2 4/1/2010 6:11 AM
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Mot Again Caltrain Investigates Palo Alto Suicide | NBC Bay Area
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gy from Lucile Packard Children's Hospital.

students and talks by specialists in child in p
‘The community center is located at 4000 Middlefield Road. The event includes a resource fair that begins m 6:30 pm.
Both meetings were in the works prior to Monday's death.

Dunn said she does not yet know whether there are plans to increase patrols at the crossing but said transit police patrol regularly and may
have stopped a number of would-be suicides this year,

"Owr transit police have been able w successfully intervene more than 12 times since the beginning of the year, taking people who were
suicidal off the right-of-way,” Dunn saicd.

Caltrain contracts with the San Mateo County sherifl's office, which provides a team dedicated to policing the train tracks.

contracts with the Palo Alto Unified School District to provide a counseling presence at middle and high schools in the district.

Teens can also call a health, relationship, crisis, and information referral line at (888) 247-7717. The dispatch service directly connects
the caller to needed services.

Another local organization, Kara, provides grief support for adults and teens, Kara has also worked with the PAUSD to provide
counseling at the schools and can be reached at (650) 321-5272.

For immediate help, especially outside of daytime hours, Santa Clara County operates a 24-hour suicide and crisis hotline. Residents in the
north county can call (650) 494-8420, central county residents can call (408) 279-3312, and south county residents can call (408)
683-2482.

Caltrain says more than half of the death on its tracks in the last six years were suicides.
Investigators have not released the name or the age of the person who died Monday night.

Bay City News contributed (o this report.

First Published: Oct 20,2009 8:49 AM PDT

Find this article at:

&< it
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Another Teenage Suicide on Caltrain Tracks

PALQ ALTO, Calif. (KCBS) - The details from Caltain spokeswoman Christine Dunn seem all toa
familiar. She says a trespasser who was on the right of way of the Caltrain tracks was kiled by a
southbound train at 10.45 Friday night

Dunn says the dealh ogcurred al the Caltrain orossing at East Meadow Dr. , and the Santa Clara county
coraner's offios identifies the dead teenager as 19-year-old Brian Taylor, 2 2008 graduate of Gunn High
Sehool, an Eagle Scout and & varsity wrastler
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1304 (Frederick Galine, April 1, 2010)

1304-1

The safety considerations in system design are described in the
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR. The HST system will be
designed as a fully access controlled guideway with intrusion
monitoring systems. In addition, the system will be fully grade
separated.

1304-2

The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will
encourage “death by HST.” The HST project under consideration in
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic. The HST project is
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due
to auto/rail grade crossings. The HST project also includes a fully
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring. The access
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation,
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide
deaths on the corridor. The Authority notes that high-speed train
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.

1304-3
See Response to Comment 1304-2.

1304-4
See Response to Comment 1304-2.

1304-5

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as

requiring corrective work under CEQA. Hazardous materials and
wastes was not one of those topics. Please see Chapter 3.11 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. More detailed information and analysis
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.

As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05). Based on the information presented in the project-level
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase Il environmental
site assessment performed. This recommendation for a Phase 11
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase Il
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous
materials/waste. The assessment document would specify that the
Phase Il environmental assessment must be prepared in
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase 11
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01).

A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous
material issues, including: measures to address management of
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general
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public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards
are encountered.

1304-6
See Standard Response 7.

1304-7

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor. These alternatives
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via Transbay Tube;
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to
carry into the project level environmental document. The
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the
Authority as part of the new decision. Public comments supporting
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that
the Board considers.

1304-8

See Standard Response 3. More detailed information and analysis of
noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in
project-level EIR/EISs. This analysis will include impacts at sensitive
receivers, such as residences, schools, and parks.

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the Authority has
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the

Response to Comments from Individuals

project level alternatives screening. Greater detail about tunnel and
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the
Authority's website.

1304-9

The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area
where there were higher than average concentrations of
environmental justice communities as compared to the surrounding
study area, city and/or county as a whole. In addition, the Program
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice
populations. These factors provide a reasonable indication of where
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur. Because this is a
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale. Additional analysis
and public outreach will take place during project-level
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse
effects. See also Standard Responses 6 and 7.

1304-10

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Noise was not one of those
topics. Please see Section 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.
The design of noise barriers appropriate for the proposed HST would
depend on the location and height of noise-sensitive buildings, as
well as the speeds of the trains. Noise barriers 8-10 ft tall could be
installed where speeds are relatively low (i.e., wheel/rail noise
dominates). Higher noise barriers of 12-16 ft might be used to
reduce noise to taller buildings or where speeds are high in noise-
sensitive areas. In many locations, noise barriers could be installed
on one side of the track only because of the location and proximity
of noise-sensitive areas. In no location are 40-foot tall soundwalls

@CAHFORNIA
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proposed or feasible to construct. More detailed consideration of
noise impacts and mitigation measures such as soundwalls or other
noise reducing measures will be included in project-level
environmental documents. See also Standard Response 5. The
Program EIR developed minority and low-income population
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area
where there were higher than average concentrations of
environmental justice communities as compared to the surrounding
study area, city and/or county as a whole. In addition, the Program
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice
populations. These factors provide a reasonable indication of where
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur. Because this is a
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale. Additional analysis
and public outreach will take place during project-level
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse
effects. See also Standard Response 3.

Response to Comments from Individuals
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1305 (Bruce J. Eberly and Debra Gwin, April 25, 2010)

Kris Livingston

1305

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

debra GWIN [dgbe@sbcglobal. net]

Sunday, April 25, 2010 4:28 PM

HSR Comments

Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment
HSRA - EIR Comments.doc

Date: April 25, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material
Comments

Dear Mr, Leavitt:

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High
Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR
(EIR). Iam a resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose,
specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

| am concerned about noise and vibrations - With the proposed train scheduled (200
trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125
mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems
for our community. We already bear significant noise levels from traffic, general
congestion and SFO at 1529 Carol Avenue in Burlingame. The HSR plan will exacerbate
these environmental and life quality issues.

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses.

HSR will divide Burlingame & effect the character of our neighborhood - It will add at
Jeast 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing
sidings are needed. [f tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground
Jevel tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of
Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the
residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents,

1305-1

1305-2

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1305 - Continued

and divide east and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks [0 Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
underground.
1305-2 [ Put the high speed train in a covered trench.
Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to | cont.
[1 Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely | 1305-9

be just 2 ground level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be ; -
NO impact on community cohesion for this address. avoid the Caltrain corridor problems. cont.
[0  Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be .
trains to reach San Francisco.

significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to
keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high
electrical poles and wires, will harm the character of our neighborhood and will

1305-3
dominate the landscape. Very truly yours,
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our Bruce J. Eberly & Debra Gwin
community will be "low.”
1529 Carol Avenue
My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running )
Burlingame, CA 94010

during construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes 1305-4
and businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks.

HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other

. 1305-:
side of the tracks. I 055

| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain
right-of-way in Burlingame. |13()i-6

The HSR tracks will run close to two public high schools, Burlingame High and San
Mateo High. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and
train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment.

Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with
American National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an [ 1305-7
acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom.

Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not

violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as
applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. |
am worried about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at 1529 Carol

Avenue in Burlingame and the surrounding community. 1305-8
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
To avoid the problems indicated. you shouid consider one or more of the

1305-9

following options:
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1305 (Bruce J. Eberly and Debra Gwin, April 25, 2010)

1305-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1305-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1305-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1305-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as

requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

@CAHFORNIA
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1305-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1305-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1305-7
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1305-8
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1305-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1306 (Andrea Gailunas and James Aggen, April 25, 2010)

1306
Kris Livingston
From: Andrea Gailunas [andrea gailunas@gmail com]
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 11:03 PM
Ta: HSR Comments
Ce: chaylock@buriingame.org; akeighran@burlingame.org; mbrownrigg@buringame.org,

tnagel@burlingame.org; jdeal@burlingame.org Marc. Hershman@asm.ca gov,
Lisberman@sen.ca.gov, Senator.simitiang@sen.ca gov, margo.rosen@mail house.gov,
Mark. Pulido@sen.ca gov

Subject: High Speed Rail Burlingame

Date: April 25, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.goy
Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose
specifically, Burlingame

Here are my concerns:

1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel”
levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the
foliowing addresses/location and for the following reasons:

1306-1

. 1311 California Drive, Burlingame: | live DIRECTLY across the street from the proposed site. | have two young children. |
can NOT even imagine living here with an elevated train track screaming and looking down on my home.

HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing
sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like putting an
elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the
residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences.
To avoid this, { want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground. .

" : " " . A 1306-2
o Ilive 4 blocks north of Broadway, west of the tracks on California Drive. | can not even fathom how disruptive this will be to

my way of life.

Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks. Please
describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address.

o With elevated tracks, | worry about an increase in the HOMELESS population in Butlingame, and therefore also an increase
in CRIME and THEFT and DRUGS. 1306-3

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR
tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding |1306-4
high electrical pofes and wires, will harm how our neighborhood fooks and will dominate the landscape.

e | cant even imagine a train passing by my house every 5 minutes. As itis now, | need to pause my conversations, or pause |__
my DVD or television program whenever the train goes by. But every 5 minutes? This would not be tolerable. 1306-5

o Currently, although the train is directly across the street, there is tree coverage. So I don't actually see the train. | do not
wish to look out my window onto a giant train looking down onto me, or have train passengers looking down on me. |do
not wish to have to close my window and blinds at all times. 1306-6

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be “low.”

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR. This will cause
irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks. |am

specifically worried about this division at the following address:
1306-7

e 1311 California Drive, Burlingame
HSR wifl harm how we get t.g school, busines?es, and other destinations on tvhe other side of the tracks: specifically Burlingame High 1306.8
School, Burlingame Recreation Center, Washington Park, and many many friends houses!
| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. |1306-9
| have children who attend the foliowing schools:

e Lincoln Elementary School

e Learning Links Preschool

90 kindergartners alone attend this school, which is in session from 8:30 a.m. - 3:00 p.m. | request a specific analysis of how noise,
vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment. 1306-10

Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60
Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom.

Please ensure that the noise, construction, poliution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA} and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. [am worried about the health effects of
electromagnetic fields on people at (address)

e 1311 California Drive, Burlingame
1306-11

Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

To avoid the problems indicated, you should:

1306-12

e Put the high speed train in a tunnel

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1306 - Continued

« Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems. 1306-12
cont.
o Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Andrea F. Gailunas and James B. Aggen
1311 CALIFORNIA DRIVE
Burlingame, California94010
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1306 (Andrea Gailunas and James Aggen, April 2, 2010)

1306-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1306-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1306-3
See Response to Comment 1056-2.

1306-4

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

1306-5
See Standard Response 3.

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. This analysis
will include cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise
sources.

1306-6

"The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the
right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured

from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees.

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment
and design a grade separation that would not visually dominate the
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the
2008 Final Program EIR. From downtown, the station would remain
the dominant feature at the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The
eucalyptus would remain the dominant visual item along California
Drive and Carolan Avenue.

1306-7

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
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project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1306-8

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1306-9

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1306-10
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1306-11
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1306-12
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1307 (Jill Goldsmith, April 26, 2010)

1307
Here are my concerns
Kris Livingston
From: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy [chaylock@burlingame. org]
?e[“' Monday, April 26, 2010 & 46. AN 1. 1am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train
(M Jill Galdsmith, GRP-Council A SN
Ce: PW/ENG-Muriuza, Syed scheduled (200 trains a day), and the eipecled noise #Ex:lhe] levels
Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment for steel on stec) wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and 1307-1
vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the cont.
following location and for the following reasons:
Dear Jill, . e .
Thank you for your letter. 1 am copying our city council and Public Works Director to enter your comments into the official record. Burlingame High School, which is across the street from the existing
Caltrain tracks
Cathy Baylock .
Mayor Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at this
address.
2. HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the
- existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing
-----Original Message---- sidings are needed. 1f tracks are elevated, this is a big change from
Erom: Jill Goldsmith [mailto:jeoldsmith@sbeglobal.net] the current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated
Sent: Mon 4/26/2010 12:16 AM freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the
To: Comments@hsr.ca.gov high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west
Ce: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy: marc.hershman@asm.ca.gov; licberman@sen.ca.gov: senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov; side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and 1307-2
1MAro.I¢ fmail.house.gov; mark.pulido@sen.ca.cov divide cast and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and
Caltrain tracks underground.
Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment
3. Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a
April 25, 2010 freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks.
Piease describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority community cohesion for this address.
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425 4. Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the
proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR
Sacramento, CA95814 tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running
) during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding
B high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks | 1307-3
Email: comments(@hsr.ca.gov and will dominate the landscape.
Fax: (916) 322-0827 Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our
community will be "low."
5. HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other 1307-4
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR destinations on the other side of the tracks.
Material Comments
6. I have 2 children who attend Lincoln Elementary School, which is
in session from 8:30 a.m. - 3:00p.m. I request a specific analysis of
how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect
5 this school and its students and learning environment.
Dear Mr. Leavitt:
--Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this 1307-5
school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60
Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and
1 am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft
Program Level EIR (EIR). 1am a resident on the Peninsula between 1307-1 --Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other
San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) and ADA Accessibitity Guidelines as applied to school students
with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1307 - Continued

To aveoid the problems indicated, you should:
Put the high speed train in a tunnel or
! the high speed 1307-6

Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto
Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,
Jill Goldsmith
1905 Ray Drive

Burlingame, California 94010

ccr

Cathy Baylock, Mayor. City of Burlingame

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill

State Senator Leland Yee
State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee
on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation,
Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing
Congresswoman Jackie Speie
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget

subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and
Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1307 (Jill Goldsmith, April 26, 2010)

1307-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1307-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1307-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1307-4

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1307-5
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1307-6
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1308 (Brian S. Vina, April 25, 2010)

1308

Kris Livin.g_s'ton

From: Brian Vina [bvina11@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 8:24 PM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: bvina11@yahoo.com

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Date: April 25, 2@1é

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

I am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail
Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). I am a resident on
the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns: 1308-1
1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a
day), and the expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA),
the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at 1117 Grove Ave and
for the following reasons:

My son suffers from asthma and I very concerned for his health because of the dust and
. N A : : 1308-2
pollution HSR will increase in my neighborhood.

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses. |13og,3

HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by
Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this
is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated
freeway through the center ofBurlingame. Further it would divide the high school and
recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown
from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avoid this, I want
HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

1308-4

Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be
just 2 ground level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO
impact on community cohesion for 1117 Grove Avenue.

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be
significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to
keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high 1308-5
electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the
landscape.

1308-5

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be
cont.

“low."

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during
construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses |1308-6
whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks.

HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of
1308-7
the tracks.
I don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain 1308-8
right-of-way in Burlingame.
I have children that will attend Burlingame High School.I request a specific analysis of how
noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school and its students
and learning environment.
Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American 1308-9
National Standards Institute $12.68 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical
consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to
school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.
powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. I

am worricd about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people along California and
Grove Avenues. 1308-10
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
To avoid the problems indicated, you should:

1308-11

Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the
Caltrain corridor problems or stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto
Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco. .

Very truly yours,

8rian S. Vina

print name

1117 Grove Ave

Burlingame, California94010

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco,
CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

'CALIFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1308 (Brian S. Vina, April 25, 2010)

1308-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1308-2

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Air quality and global climate
change was not one of those topics. Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the
2008 Final Program EIR. More detailed analysis of potential
operational, maintenance, and temporary construction air quality
impacts, including dust, will be provided during project-level
environmental review, when more detailed information will be
available concerning system design and placement as well as
construction. Mitigation strategies related to dust are discussed in
Chapter 3.3.5 of the 2008 Final Program EIR and will be further
refined at the project level.

1308-3
See Standard Response 3.

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.

1308-4
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1308-5

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1308-6

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

@CAHFORNIA
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1308-7

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1308-8

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1308-9
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1308-10
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1308-11
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1309 (James Wunderlich, April 25, 2010)

.
B9 Elevated platform construction is now frowned upon for freeways because of impacts on neighborhoods
(please note for example the circuitous route the 880 replacement takes in Cakland). Please explain why 1300-5

Kris Livingston
elevated railways would have less impact than freeways.

From: Jim Wunderlich [jim@it180.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 8:16 PM 4. Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be a huge change that

To: HSR Comments 1 : I h "

Cer chaylock@burlingame.org; senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov will be harmful. Addlng‘the H_SR tracks, p!L{S the extra tracks Ca_ltram will need to keep running d_urlng

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will be harmful to
how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape.

Date: April 25, 2010 Business and residential property owners fiving along the expanded right of way will have less incentive to 1309:6
invest in the appearance and upkeep of these properties. This could cause a further decline in property values

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority beyond those created by noise and visual impacts.

925 “.” Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814 Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827 5. HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. We |I309-7
frequently walk from our Burlingame Avenue residence to downtown. An elevated HSR will seriously erode the

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments character and the quality of life of the entire area that we and our neighbors so highly value |I309'S

Dear Mr. Leavitt: 6. | don't want trees cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. The eucalyptus trees along the
Caltrain corridor along California Avenue are a distinctive feature of our community and treasured by our 13009

residents. It would be a huge loss to the aesthetic character of Burlingame if these are cut down. This would )

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to the High Speed Rail Authority’s (HSRA) resia X ) 3
just increase the visual impact HSR has on residents.

March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR (EIR). | am a resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to

San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. . o X .
7. To avoid the problems indicated above, you should undertake one of the following alternatives
Below are my concerns: . o
A. Put the high speed train in a tunnel, or
1. | am concerned about noise and vibrations from high speed rail. With the proposed train scheduled (200 B. Put the high speed train in a covered trench, or ) ) ) 130910
trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise C. Route the high speed train next to highway 280 or 101, which would completely avoid the Caltrain
and vibrations will increase a lot and could cause problems at my residence at 617 Burlingame Avenue, cross corridor problems, or , ,
street Bloomfield, in Burlingame, which is approximately three blocks from the Caltrain corridor. Please analyze D. Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San
and describe how noise levels will increase here. Francisco.
1309-1
Caltrain recently limited their horns to 90dBA after changing equipment which caused negative outcomes to Very trul
residents. Why would HSR be aliowed to exceed this level with high speed rails? ery truly yours,
| also live near SFO and | know they have strict limitations on noise at night. What plans does HSR to reduce é?r;\ess x}l:nderliiwv nue
noise between the hours of 10pm and 6am? [Burlingame Avenu
Burlingame, California 94010

2. HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe
4 more tracks if passing sidings are needed. This is a significant change from the way it is now and would be o
like putting a freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further, it would divide the high school from the N . .
residents on the other side of the tracks and divide the east and west side residences. To prevent this, | want 1309-2 gs;hfggfégi};i’iy?ﬁ; :r'ty of Burlingame
HSR either underground in a tunnel, in a cut and cover trench, or another alternative to an above-grade viaduct 4 9 -org
or berm. Assemblyman Jerry Hill

19th District, 1528 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 302, San Mateo, CA 94402

| also do not think adequate consideration has been given to running only two tracks and greatly reducing 13093
Caltrain activity so HSR can have exclusive access to the rails during busy times. ) Senator Leland Yee )
District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
3. Above-grade tracks will be fike putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 train tracks. Please describe Senator Joe Simitian
how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for those near the Caltrain corridor. | 11 District, 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301
would like direct historical comparisons will divisive constructions like the Embarcadero Freeway in the 1960s  [1309-4 senator sim'itian@sen cagov : ’
that destroyed part of the San Francisco Bay front before the 1989 earthquake made possible the restoration ) R
of the area. Congresswoman Jackie Speier
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Comment Letter 1309 - Continued

12" Congressional District, 400 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via website

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
State Capitoi Building, Sacramento, CA85814, Fax: 916-558-3160
Via website

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County, 1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San

Francisco, CA 94111

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA 94104
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1309 (James Wunderlich, April 25, 2010)

1309-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts (including
nighttime levels) and mitigation will be included in project-level
EIR/EISs. The HST system will need to be completely grade
separated on the peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train horn
noise and the bell noise from the grade-crossing protection devices.

1309-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1309-3

Caltain's peak period and HST's peak period overlap. Restricting
Caltrain's service to provide access for HST could severely hamper
Caltrain's ability to provide service to its primary customers. If
additional tracks were not added at points along the line, HST trains
could get stuck running behind Caltrain stopping at stations along
the line between San Jose and San Francisco, greatly increasing
travel time for HST. See Standard Response 10.

1309-4

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas. The
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program

decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.

1309-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas. The
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening. See
also Standard Response 6.

1309-6
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1309-7

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction impacts
will be further examined in detail at the project level because they
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and
mitigation can only be done at the project level. Also as noted in
Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations strategies such as

@CAHFORNIA

Page 16-928



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR

a traffic management plan would be prepared to reduce circulation
and barrier effects during construction.

1309-8
See Standard Response 6.

1309-9

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame will be undertaken as part of project
level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

The program-level visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a
photosimulation that was presented in Section 3.9 of the 2008 Final
Program EIR. The simulation considered that the distance measured
between the canopy of the trees lining the right-of-way in
Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was compared
to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, Woodside
Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four tracks for
Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section is about
77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without
removal of the existing trees.

Response to Comments from Individuals

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus trees are anticipated
to remain the dominant visual feature along California Drive and
Carolan Avenue.

1309-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1310 (Catherine Wright, April 25, 2010)

1310

Kris Livingston

of the train station. We chose our home at 617 Burlingame Avenue fully aware of the noise from
airplanes and the existing train, but these are nothing compared to the noise level that might be
expected from HSR. Our home is old, and has only single paned windows. We cannot afford to replace

From: Catherine Wright [cowright1@gmail com]
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 24 PM L . L
To: HSR Comments them to minimize noise within the house.
Ce: chay lingame.org, Marc Herst n.ca.gov; Lisberman@sen.ca.gov,

Senator simitian@sen.ca gov, marge.rosen@mail. house. gov, Mark, Pulido@sen.ca.gov .
Subject: Comments: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material 1310-1
Attachments: HSR-letter.doc; ATTO0001.htm . . o e ! cont.

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase inside as well as outside our home address

Date: April 25, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

(617 Burlingame Avenue), as well as at our neighborhood elementary school (Washington Elementary
School), our local high school (Burlingame High School) which is right next to the current train tracks,
and at Washington Park — a popular playground for small children and a popular venue for large
family picnics, community events, and sporting events.

2. HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and
maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the
current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of
Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the
west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side
residences, To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground

13102
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
3. Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2
ground level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on
Dear Mr. Leavitt: community cohesion for 617 Burlingame Avenue (our residence), Washington Elementary School,
Burlingame High School, and the Burlingame Recreation Center. We moved to this neighborhood so
we could easily walk or ride our bikes over the train tracks at Burlingame Avenue to shop, meet up B103

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail
Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident
and home owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically,
Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

1310-1

with friends, get a coffee to take back to Washington Park to watch our kids play soccer, etc. HSR will
harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks.

4. Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant
and harmful, Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during
construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will
harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape.

1310-4
1. 1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be
and the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and "low."
vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems in the Burlingame Avenue neighborhood eastl
; 2
Page 16-930
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Comment Letter 1310 - Continued

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997

5.1 have a child who attends McKinley Elementary School. Over 300 students attend this school, chaylock@burlingame.org
which is in session from 7 a.m. (for early band practice) to 3 p.m. Also, many of our neighborhood

children attend Washington Elementary School, which is very close to the tracks. | request a specific
analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school and its A
students and learning environment. State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,
Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

6. Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in Washington Elementary School and 1310-5

Burlingame High School comply with American National Standards Institute 512.60 Classroom Fax: (650) 341-4676

Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA

in an empty classroom. Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov
7. Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the State Senator Leland Yee

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students
with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities. Mail: District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan.
Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

To avoid the problems indicated, you should stop the high speed train in San Jose and have
people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Franciscg. If this option fails, you should |1310.¢

build the high speed rail tracks in a covered trench. R L .

ul e high speed rajl tracks In a covered trenc State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation
and Housing

Best Regards, Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: (650) 688-6370

Catherine Wright . T N . .
8 Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo
Alto and Sacramento

617 Burlingame Avenue

Burlingame, California94010
Congresswoman Jackie Speier

e Mail: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
E
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Comment Letter 1310 - Continued

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger

Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery
Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco,
CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation
and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1310 (Catherine Wright, April 25, 2010)

1310-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1310-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1310-3
See Response to Comment 1002-3.

1310-4

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1310-5
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1310-6

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor. These alternatives
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via Transbay Tube;
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to
carry into the project level environmental document. The
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the
Authority as part of the new decision. Public comments supporting
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that
the Board considers.

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid problems. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward
into the project level alternatives screening. Greater detail about
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can
be found on the Authority's website.

See also Standard Response 3 regarding level of detail.
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Comment Letter 1311 (Carol and Tom Gillett, April 24, 2010)

1311 1311-3
PRI It is extremely costly, and never ending! |
Kris Livingston M cont.
From: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy [:hayiock@burlmgame.org] %alhi; l-han :valslc time ?md mo(;]ei: on ]edga] fee§ a.n‘d 11?(e§.all‘}e|' the fact, we 1311-4
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2010 8:24 PM should spend the money on underground construction initially.
To: GRP-Council
Ce: PW/ENG-Murtuza, Syed
Subject: FW: Comments for EIR on High Speed Train throught the Peninsula
Date: April 24,2010
Cathy Baylock Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
Mayor
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA95814
-----Original Message-----
From: cgillett [mailto:cgillett@sbeglobal.net] Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov
Sent: Sat 4/24/2010 2:42 PM
To: COUNCIL-Baylock. Cathy; Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov; barbara Loveless; liberman@sen.ca.gov; Fax: (916) 322-0827
Senator.simiti a.g0v; Margo. il.house.gov
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material
Subject: FW: Comments for EIR on High Speed Train throught the Peninsula Comments
HI I(a)/..}Vlmal a wonderful job you have done puliing people together on this. Dear Mr. Leavitt:
I'm copying you on my comments..
1 am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to Hig
Sp t < (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR
13111 (EIR). 1am a Hilisborough resident who supports our local community
One particularly high concern is lawsuits on noise-related impact. Airlines schools and businesses, and this proposed above ground track will be a MAJOR
have paid and paid and paid for this issue, and it's an unbelievable cost. environmental catastrophe if built above ground..
) . ) 1311-5
Here's how [ phrased it..If you are going to testify, this comment might Here are my concerns:
strengthen our concerns. Other comments highlighted below.
X T am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train
scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel” levels for
stee] on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
Do you have to go 1o Sacramento to comment further? If there are local increase significantly and cause problems for peninsula residents from San
hearings, 1 would be happy to attend. Thanks. Carol 13112 Francisco to San Jose
Many residents residing close to the tracks are low income; the impact on
their quality of life will be egregious, and in many cases, they will not be 1311-6
. able to move to escape the impact.
Carol Gillett
930 Vista Road
) Furthermore, there will be noise related lawsuits demanding restitution for
Hillsborough noise and vibrations. These are extremely costly,
. 13117
650-343-7248 requiring substantial monies for legal fees and remedies..we should spend
the money to build underground initially and avoid these catastrophic costs.

If HSR is above ground, noise mitigation lawsuits will follow, and we will
be forced to pay for soundproofing houses, schools, and businesses as 13113
airlines have had to do.
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Comment Letter 1311 - Continued

) . . . 1311-7
Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase cont temporary tracks. Further, the extra areas required will cut trees and 1311-16
damage long-established plantings along sides of the current tracks. Once -
*HSR will divide Burlingame, San Mateo, Belmont and communities throughout again, they can not be replaced, and the sterile areas would have a cont,
the peninsula.. 1t will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used traumatic impact on visual and environmental quality of Jife.
by Caltrain, and possibly more for passing sidings. If tracks are elevated,
this is a major change from the current ground level tracks and would be 1311-8 Current track
like putting an elevated freeway through the center of the Peninsula.
Further it would divide Burlingame High School and recreation facilities HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on 1311-17
from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from the other side of the tracks.
cast side residents, and divide cast and west side residences. 1t would 1311-9 -
also impact Palo Alto, " § S il insula. .
P » Menlo and other schools in thePeninsula There have been recent suicides and deaths on the current tracks, and HSR
o ) above ground will dramatically increase this risk. For safety, tracks need 1311-18
we hear train noise m‘Hllls_borough now, as ll_lc sound rolls up (he_ l?l”. If to be placed underground.
trains are elevated, noise will be even louder, impacting quality of life 1311-10
and property values. Furthermore, tracks and trains can be more adequately secured from any |131 1-19
N - terrorist threats by reducing above-ground access.
To avoid this, 1 want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground 1311-11
3 # | don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down 1311-20
*Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame.
there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks, Please describe how you 1311-12
decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address.
X Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school
comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics 131121
Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not
. exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
X Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhoods, the proposed If HISR is above ground, noise mitigation lawsuits will foliow, and we will
changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the be forced to pay for soundproofing houses. schools, and businesses as
extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus airlines have had to do.
running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, 131122
will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. 1t is extremely costly, and never ending!
1311-13
Other ways this will hurt my area's look and feel:  Peninsula communities Rather than waste time and money on Jegal fees and fixes after the fact, we
cherish our trees and smatler-town environments. An above ground train will should spend the money on underground construction initially.
be a blight on the area, creating a catastrophic metal and electric tangle;
once constructed, it can never be remedied,.and will forever denigrate the
area.
+ powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed, and will create
This will also impact the tax base by reducing property values and forcing an overhead blight as well as requiring tree
people in close-by neighborhoods to leave; there is very little affordable 1311-14 destruction.
housing in the area, and relocation will likely drive them to other . . 131123
communities, reducing population and our tax base.
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
To avoid the problems indicated, you should
* Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our 1311-15 31124
» will be "low. " . L 311-2
community will be “low. * Put the high speed train in a covered trench.
* Route the high speed train next o highway 101 or 280, which would
completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems.
* My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain
running during construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to 1311-16

neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run these
3
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Comment Letter 1311 - Continued

* Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto 1311-24 mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office,
Calirain bullet trains to reach San Francisco. cont. margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

g0. Jmail.house.g
Very truly yours, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger

Carol and Tom Gillett Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160

930 VISTA ROAD U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
HILLSBOROUGIH, CA 94010 Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700
Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 9411 1

CcC:
FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

cbaylock@burlingame.org
U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

State Assemblymember ferry Hill,
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real, San Francisco, CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402 State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on
Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation. Chair,
Committee on Transportation and Housing

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Lefand Yee

Miail: District 8, 400 South EI Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402

Emai! to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan.
Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on
Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member,
Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation
staffers in Palo Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackic Speier

Mail: 12th Congressional District. 400 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 750, San
Mateo, CA 94402

E
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1311 (Carol and Tom Gillett, April 24, 2010)

1311-1

The Authority is aware that litigation on a wide variety of issues is a
risk with any major infrastructure project such as the high-speed
train.

1311-2

Comment acknowledged. The location and time of Board Meetings
will be posted on the Authority web site.

1311-3

We acknowledge the comment advocating selection of a tunnel
profile. Please see Standard Response 10 noting that below grade
options will be investigated along the San Francisco to San Jose
Corridor if that corridor is part of the selected network alternative.
Also see Response to Comment 1311-1.

1311-4
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives.

1311-5
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1311-6
See Response to Comment 1304-9.

1311-7
See Responses to Comments 1311-1 and 1311-3.

1311-8

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts. The Authority
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel,
aerial, and at-grade. Although the Authority has rescinded its July

2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level
alternatives screening. Greater detail about tunnel and trench
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for
project-level environmental documents can be found on the
Authority's website. See also Standard Response 3.

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.

1311-9

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas. The
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.

@CAHFORNIA
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1311-10

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.
See also Standard Responses 3 and 6.

1311-11

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid problems. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward
into the project level alternatives screening. Greater detail about
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can
be found on the Authority's website. See also Standard Response 3.

1311-12

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas. The
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.

1311-13

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level

Response to Comments from Individuals

engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

The program-level visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a
photosimulation that was presented in Section 3.9 of the 2008 Final
Program EIR. The simulation considered that the distance measured
between the canopy of the trees lining the right-of-way in
Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was compared
to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, Woodside
Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four tracks for
Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section is about
77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without
removal of the existing trees. With the trees anticipated to remain,
they would remain the dominant visual feature, making the visual
impact of replacing the existing at-grade railway with HST and
Caltrain on a retained embankment a low visual impact.

1311-14
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values.

1311-15

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
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follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1311-16

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for

Response to Comments from Individuals

noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1311-17

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1311-18

Comment acknowledged. The safety considerations in system
design are described in the Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.
The HST system will be designed as a fully access controlled
guideway with intrusion monitoring systems. In addition, the system
will be fully grade separated. Profile variations will be considered as
part of project-level environmental review.

1311-19
See Response to Comment 1003-17.

1311-20

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
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impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1311-21

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Like the original Bay Area to
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1311-22
See Responses to Comments 1311-1 and 1311-3.

1311-23

The infrastructure for overhead electrification would likely be visible,
but its visibility would be low. Consider that San Francisco's Union
Square is bounded on two sides by overhead wires to power the
City's electric buses. These wires and their poles, over busy city
streets, are not highly visible at all and do not comprise part of one's
visual memory of Union Square. The overhead would also be
screened by vegetation along the railway, existing and future, and
adjacent development.

1311-24
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1312 (Jeff Londer, April 26, 2010)

1312

Kris Livingston

13122

(93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly. Please analyze and describe how noise
cont.

levels will increase and cause problems along the corridor, especially for those closest to the tracks.

From: jwlonder@aol.com ) View impacts - Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community

Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 4:23 PM will be “fow." Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be

To: HSS Comments ) T ) significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running  [1315.3
Ce: richard. steffen@mail.house gov: dontrailroadus@yahoo.com; during construction, plus running trains every 2 to 3 minutes, plus adding high electrical poies and wires,

assemblymember. hil bly.ca.gov, assemblymember ruskin@assembly.ca.gov,
senator yee@sen ca.gov, senator lowenthal@sen ca gov, senator simitin@sen.ca.gov;
chaylock@burlingame.org; tnagel@burlingame org; akeighran@burlingame.org;
mbrownrigg@burlingame. org; jdeal@burlingame.org

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Cemments

216 Bancroft Road
Burlingame, CA 94010-2822

April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt  [Sent by Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov ]
California High-Speed Rail Authority

925 | Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Comments on Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR

Dear Mr. Leavitt and the High Speed Rail Authority:

This letter is to comment on the Draft Program Level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared on
the Authority’s proposed routing of the system in the San Francisco Bay Area.

My wife and | live in Burlingame, at the following address: 216 Bancroft Road, Burlingame, CA 94010,
| am a 23-year resident living east of the right of way. | am Commissioner on the City of Buringame

Traffic, Safety & Parking Commission, a Lead Member of the Citizen’s Environmental Council -
Burlingame, a Block Captain in our Neighborhood Watch Program and a trained Community

will cause irreversible harm and damage to our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. | am
specifically worried about this division, especially closest to the tracks.

Community division impacts - HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the
existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are
elevated, this is a big change from the current ground leve! tracks and would be like putting an elevated
freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further, it would divide the high school and recreation facilities
from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and
divide east and west side residences. HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other
destinations on the other side of the tracks. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground in
a deep tunnel. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion

1312-4

Tree impacts - Even a covered trench, the best possible outcome given that a deep tunnel seems to
be off the table, will take numerous trees in our community. A covered trench will destroy heritage trees
which line the area near the tracks. | don't want tree, especially our historic Eucalyptus grove cut down 13125
along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. Further, additional right of way will be needed to build the A
temporary shoofly tracks so that Caltrain can continuously operate during construction. This will add
further harm to our community for years.

Public safety and health impacts - Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run| 3156

the high speed trains. | am worried about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people,
ing near the tracks. | am also ¢

especially thos: g, working, shopping, learning or recre: erned
about the viability of Caltrain which appears to be in dire need of HSR to remain afloat. As
mentioned, we rely on Caltrain on a daily basis. Without Caltrain we would need to buy an additional
vehicle for a 60-mile round trip commute to San Jose. That would mean more poliution, more freeway

congestion, more accidents and a more stressful life.

1312-7

School impacts - My children attended Washington Elementary (one block east of the tracks),
Burlingame Intermediate School (west of the tracks), San Mateo High (east of the tracks) and Burlingame
High (adjacent & east of the tracks). At each school students come from both sides of the tracks.

1 request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect these
schools, their students and learning environment. Please ensure that any noise impacts on each 312-8
classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics N

Emergency Response Team (CERT) responder. 1121 Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom
1 can assure you that | am a “neighborhood expert” with respect to the real impacts of the project you - that the no uci Lt d other mpacts of HSR do not violats t
e : ; i : ease ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacf 0 not violate the
prqpose, Wh‘Ch impacts have not been properly |nve_st|gated and mitigated as the law requires. Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with
Daily, gny wife crgs!ses the track?hto reac: the Czlaltrazn for he]r clommuli(e to Sar:j Jo_set‘ (gur . hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.
dependence on Caltrain means that we have only one car. | also walk every day into downtown . " ’
Bu}?lin ame and again | cross the tracks Y yday Property value impacts - My family and those of us on the Peninsula value our quality of fife. Our
9 9 : neighborhoods are not divided by aerial structures with trains traveling in excess of 100 mph. Our
} . . X X X neighborhoods, schools, businesses, recreation facilities and parks are not subject to the environmental
The Authority's proposed project design and the routing of the proposed High Speed Train along the concerns that high speed rail pose. And, our property values have not been compromised further by the
Caltrain alignment would cause major and extremely significant impacts to me, my family, my high speed rail bisecting our community. Even a covered trench, the best possible outcome given that &
neighborhood, and to the natural environment. Here, specifically, are the impacts that | personally deep tunnel seems to be off the table, will take numerous homes and businesses in our community. 1312:9
know will oceur unless the project is modified in S|gnlﬂcant ways: Aside from the property that is taken under Eminent Domain Laws, the next house to those taken will
receive no compensation for their loss of value. And the home located two houses from the tracks will
: 1 i P . ; ¢ nnice and vil " also receive no compensation and so on and so on and so on for quite a distance. How has this loss of
Noise and vibration impacts - | am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed trains 13122 property values been accounted for in your analysis?

scheduled (200 trains a day) and the expected noise, "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph

2
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Comment Letter 1312 - Continued

| believe the law requires the Authority to do a much better investigation and documentation of the

A deep tunnel is the only real answer. Sure, it costs more to build a tunnel than other alternatives but ! ' r 1 : cu 2

construction costs are only a small part of the total cost of a project of this magnitude. The countless impacts | have described above —and not only in my neighborhood, but in all similar neighborhoods

costs to the communities, the environment, safety, etc. make elevated tracks or even a covered along the alignment you are proposing. Further, the law requires you to identify ways to eliminate or

trench a far more expensive proposition in the long run. In fact, these additional costs are more than to mitigate these impacts to the greatest degree feasible. You should redesign the project to include
measures to achieve that legal requirement, or choose a different alignment or project alternative that| 31515

just one time construction costs. They are costs that will be felt over the entire lifetime of HSR,

perhaps 100 years or more. High Speed Rail is a long term solution in transportation for California 1312-10 will have that effect.

and the project must NOT be built using & short run cost analysis. | request you to revise the Draft EIR you have prepared, to address my concerns, and that you then

. L . i te such a Revised Draft EIR for further review and comment by the public. Thank you for
In my mind doing it right would mean that alt tracks tracks must be under ground in a deep tunnel. recircula ) N ’ ° '
Apparently, a four-track tunnel program cannot be funded due to a lack of commitment by the state taking my comments and concerns into account, as the California Environmental Quality Act requires.
and federal government and private investors. Therefore, | think that only two options remain. Sadly, v il
the no build option is an option but then what happens to Caltrain? Without Caltrain, our already 131211 J:#rfo:éé’r’

clogged highways and communities would be impacted beyond measure. We need Caltrain!

The second option would be to upgrade Caltrain. Caltrain has stated that for around $1.2 billion, the
commuter rail system could be electrified, safely upgraded and modernized to 21st century
standards. This would save HSR billions and therefore increase its chance of success. Once done,
both High Speed Rail and Caltrain could use the same tracks at speeds of up to 100 mph, only
slightly slower than the originally stated speed of HSR. Maintaining the segment from San Jose to
San Francisco as an electrified Caltrain at grade PROTECTS the bedroom communities AND saves
HSR billions of dollars for elsewhere AND creates a fast and comfortable ride between the two cities.
There would be no need to change trains in San Jose and no need for a huge capital commitment
along the Peninsula. This is the only way out of the box -- but it requires you to stop investing in
elevated or trenched HSR on the Peninsula.

1312-12

Caltrain stations could remain "as is" without having to put them underground all along the line and
the long-term project costs minimized. Then, some day down the line, if HSR s successful and
additional capacity is needed beyond a two-track system, a two-track tunnel could then be built to
handle HSR. At that point, HSR will have a proven track record as a successful and profitable
project. Then, HSR would have a much easier time obtaining capital commitments for a deep two-
track HSR tunnel.

Burlingame Council Member Michael Brownrigg has been said that "you are the fiduciary". | believe
that Mr. Brownrigg is right when calling for new forecasts; "the only good forecast will come from a
dispassionate third party expert". It is your fiduciary responsibility to see that this is done right. |
think, as does Council Member Brownrigg and many others, we all suspect HSR will become MUCH  [1312-13
more expensive and generate much less revenue than forecast. As a fiduciary you must make one of
the hardest decisions and that is to STOP investing in a bad idea. Itis so tempting to believe things
will turn around. That is the hardest moment, but that is when to remember the word, "fiduciary."

Finally, you can save HSR billions and therefore increase its chance of success: as we look at the
Peninsula, we see the bedroom communities like ours believing that an elevated bed would devastate
us, and therefore we are all insisting on a deep tunnel. Since it is not practical today from a financial
point of view, | propose an upgrade to Caltrain, maintaining the segment from San Jose to San
Francisco as an electrified commuter rail at grade. HSR could then share the tracks with Caltrain and
the deep tunnel would be left open as an option should demand and finances warrant. This
PROTECTS the bedroom communities AND saves HSR billions of dollars for elsewhere AND creates
a fast and comfortable ride from San Jose to San Francisco. This is the only way out of the box -- but
it requires you to stop investing in elevated and trenched HSR on the Peninsula.

1312-14
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1312 (Jeff Londer, April 26, 2010)

1312-1

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is
acknowledged. The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts
along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to
address the impacts. The current Revised Draft Program EIR
Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts than previously
anticipated. The Authority will consider adopting mitigation
strategies to address significant impacts on the natural environment,
communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new decision.

1312-2
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1312-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,

design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1312-4

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1312-5

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1312-6
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1312-7
See Standard Response 10.

1312-8
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1312-9
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values.

1312-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives.
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1312-11

A no-build option would assume Caltrain projects, with funding
identified, would be implemented.

1312-12
See Response to Comment L020-14.

1312-13

Comment acknowledged. We note that the ridership forecasts were
developed by a highly reputable outside firm under contract to the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, which led the effort to
develop a new statewide model to forecast ridership and revenue for
high-speed rail. See also Standard Response 4.

1312-14

Comment acknowledged. See Standard Response 10 regarding
vertical profile alternatives.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1312-15

The Authority disagrees. The current Revised Draft Program EIR
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA
compliance. The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review. The
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a
new program-level decision.

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR
Material. The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation. The Authority
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.

@CAHFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1313 (Mary and Richard Griffin, April 24, 2010)

1313
Kris Livingston
From: Mary [ragmdg@comcast net]
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2010 2:08 FM
To: HSR Comments
Ce: chaylock@buriingame.org; Marc Hershman@asm.ca.gov; Lieberman@sen.ca.gov,
Senator simitian@sen.ca.gov, margo.rosen@mail house. gov, Mark Pulido@sen.ca gov
Subject: High Speed Rail Commants
Attachments: HSR.comments. Griffith. doc

Please find artached my family's comments on the proposed high speed rail project. Thank you

Mary & Richard Griffith
232 Clarendon Road
Burlingame, CA 94010
650-348-6340

April 24, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear M. Leavitt:

T am writing before A , 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Sp
(TISRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level BIR (IR). My family and T reside on the
Peninsula berween San Francisco to San jose, 3 ¢ concerns about the
proposed High Speed Rail for the peninsula.

1. 1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day),
el on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and

and the expected n
vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at my residence, the Burdingame High
Burlingame’s historical buildings; train station, the Candy Store; corner of
Burlingame Ave and Carolan. In Butlingame we also have a park and recreational area also located
ht near the proposed right of way.

c locations.

across the str
Please analy
sting 2 tracks used by Calirain
ng sidings are needed. 1f tracks are elevated, this is a big change from
cks and would be like putting an clevated freeway through the center of
it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on
from east side residents, and divide cast and west

the current ground
Busrlingame. urth
the west side of the tracks, divide our downtows
side residences. T'o avoid this, I want JISR and Calirain tracks underground.

where there used to be just 2
wilt be NO impact on

3. Blevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a fr
ground level train tracks. Please deseribe how you decided that thes
es and locations lsted above.

community cohesion for this addre:

4. Although Caltrain alteady yuns through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be
significant and harmful. Adding the FISR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep
running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high clectrical poles
and wires, will harm how our neighbothood looks and will domi the landscape. Tt will be a
public eye sore. 1 believe it will cause a general blighting of the area. This will canse property values
to drop and the lovely little town that we live in will be lost. Please explain how you concluded that
the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."

ks needed to keep Caltrain running duris

ible damage to neighboring homes and busine

porary tracks. T am specifically worried about this
P

5. My neighbothood will be harmed by
construction of FISR. This cause ir1
whose propegty might be taken 1o wun these t
division at the following locations in Burling:

s

a. Butlingame Train Station

1313-1

13132

1313-3

1313-4
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Comment Letter 1313 - Continued

1ith District, Member, Budger subcommittee on Resources,

b. Broadway Train Station State Senator Joe Simitian.

1313-4 : . : N f -,
« Condls Store: 1021 Burfingame Ave Environmental Prorection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and
. Candy Store: 1021 Buglingame Ave, cont. Housing
6. JISR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the . e
JISR wil e g L 8 1313-5 Congresswoman Jackie Speier

tracks.
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger

T do not want trees, €s
of-way in Burlingame.

cially our historic Fuealyptus Grove, cat down along the Caliraio right- 13136
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

8. Although I do not have children who attend Burlingame High School on Casolan Avenuc and U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Washington Flementary School on Howard Avenues many of my neighbors do, and, which is in

session from 8:30. o 4:00 p.m. T request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,

and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment. Lnvironmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and

THousing

Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American 1313-7
National Standards Institate $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant
and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an crpty classe

Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and ather impacts of HSR do not violate the
Americans with Disabi Act (AIDA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school
students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

9. Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the bigh speed trains. 1T am worried|
about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people living on Myrde Road, Anita Road and | 1313.¢

Arundel Road. Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them

T'o avoid the problems indicated, you should do one of the following:
1.1 Put the high speed train in a runnel.
1.2 Put the high speed teain in a covered trench. 1313.9

1.3 Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid
the Caltrain corridor problems.

1.4 Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Calurain bullet trains to
reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Maty and Richard Griffith
232 Clarendon Road
Buslingame, California94010

cc

Cathy Baylock, Ma

or, City of Burlingame

State Assemblymember Je

State Senator Leland Yee
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1313 (Mary and Richard Griffin, April 24, 2010)

1313-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1313-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1313-3
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1313-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the

same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1313-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1313-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees

@CAHFORNIA
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along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1313-7
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1313-8
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1313-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1314 (Pam Lampkin, April 26, 2010)

15314
Kris Livingston
From: pkinxZ [pkinx2i@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 5:00 PM
To: HSR Comments
Subject: HSR comments for Burlingame, CA
Attachments: comments@hsr.ca gov. docx

Date: April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

I am writing before SPM, today, April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to
High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR
(EIR). 1am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to
San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

T am worried about noise and vibrations, With the proposed train schedule (200 trains a
day), and the expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93
dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems from the
flat area which the train will run through all the way to the top of the Burlingame hills at
highway 280. We know a lot about how noise travels in this town living so close to
Caltrain and the San Francisco International Airport.

Two pressing concerns for my immediate family are the noise and vibration impacts on
Burlingame High School (BHS) that faces the train track and the new world class, state of
the art, Mills-Peninsula Hospital scheduled to open November 2010.

My children attend BHS and currently are vaguely aware of the disturbances of the
commuter trains that run intermittently during the day. The noisc created by the current
train system is significantly less than what is proposed by the High Speed Rail Authority.

My husband is an attending physician at Mills-Peninsula and will enjoy the benefits of
the new hospital. However, as this building was not designed with any knowledge of the
vibrations and sound impact of HSR, who knows what equipment, machinery and
treatment protocols will be affected. 1t will be a financial and community disaster if it is
discovered after the fact, that HSR has negative effects on the hospital services. There is
no turning back the clock to rebuild this hospital.

I continue to realize that many, many friends of mine who live or work along the
California Avenue/ San Mateo Drive corridor have no idea that that they will be faced

1314-1

with noise and vibrations at the level cited.

HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by

1314-2
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Comment Letter 1314 - Continued

Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. 1f tracks are elevated, this acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like puiting an elevated classroom.
freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and 1314-6
recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not cont.
downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avoid  [3,, 5 violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as
this, I want ISR and Caltrain tracks underground or diverted to a different location. cont. applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.
Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high-speed trains. I am
be just 2 ground level train tracks. How can you possibly think that there will be NO worried about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at Burlingame High |1314.7
impact on community cohesion? School and Mills Peninsula Hospital and who live in the Carolan and California
neighborhoods. Please provide a report on this potential hazard.
Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be
significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need To avoid the problems indicated the high-speed train should run below grade either ina | 1314.3
to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding tunnel or in a covered trench.
high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate
the landscape. The historical stands of trees will be ripped out, a town that has a low 3143 An even better idea would be to run the high -peed train next to highway 101 or 280, |1314-9
skyline will be dominated and our park and recreation section adjacent to the high school | which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems.
will now be a noisy and undesirable place to go for rest and relaxation.
Regards,
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will
be “low."
My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during Pam Lampkin
the construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and 1435 Columbus Ave.,
businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks. Iam Burlingame, CA 94010
specifically worried about this division along Carolyn and California where there are
many single family residences that will be taken by eminent domain, leaving my friends 3144 ce:
homeless in an upscale market that they won’t be able to afford given the lower than
market value they will most likely be paid for the land grab. And that doesn’t begin to Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
address the sense of loss they and their neighbors will feel when they can’t “go home.” Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road,
Burlingame, California 94010-3997
HSR will harm how we get (o school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side cbaylock@burlingame.org
of the tracks. We are community dependent on cars. Families drive to work, to school, to
the freeway and our shopping areas. We face a traffic nightmare during the building State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,
phase, as our ability to cross from the west side to the cast side will be constantly Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,
delayed. We also face a lot of re-rerouting if the Cal train tracks are re-laid on Carolan.  [1314-5 Suite 302, San M?‘CO: CA94402
Where will students now enter the school? Where will they park? This is a community of Fax: (650) 341-4676 o
1,300 students that need to be in class on time. 1 have two children who attend Email Marc Ilersl}mann, Field Representative in San Mateo,
Burlingame High School between 7am and 3:12 pm. They ofien stay for sports practice Mare Hershman@asm.ca.gov
until 5:50 or 6:00pm.
State Senator Leland Yee
1 think we need a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train MZIIE‘DIStrIC‘ 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment. l;}nau to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan.
13146 Lieberman@sen.ca.gov
Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with
American National Standards Institute S12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an
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Comment Letter 1314 - Continued

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommitiee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on
Transportation and Housing

: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301

ax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto
and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier

Mail: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750,
San Mateo, CA 94402

Email: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office,
margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814,
Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,
1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco,
CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on
Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on
Transportation and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1314 (Pam Lampkin, April 26, 2010)

1314-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.
This analysis will include impacts to sensitive receivers, including
residences, schools, and hospitals.

1314-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1314-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1314-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1314-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1314-6

The Authority appreciates the comment. Like the original Bay Area
to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.

1314-7
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1314-8
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

1314-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1315 (Amanda Larkin, April 26, 2010)

1315 « HSR will divide Burlingame. It wilf add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and
Kris Livingslon maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the
current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of
From: Amanda Larkin [amanda_douglas@sbeglobal net] Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 2:.01 PM west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side | 13152
To: HSR Comments . residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.
Ce: chaylock@burlingame.org; Amanda Larkin
ject: High d Railw: Peni . i ; " .
Subject: igh Speed Railway on Peninsula Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground
level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion.
Agpril 28, 2010
« Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during
construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm [ 13153
925 “L" Street, Suite 1425 how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape
Sacramento, CA95814 Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."
Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov
Fax: (916) 322-0827 + HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks.l 1315-4

+ | don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in

Re: Bay Area to Central Valiey Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments r | 1315-5
Burlingame.
Dear Mr. Leavitt: « My children will attend Burlingame High School. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations,
construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment.
| am writing today to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 13156
Revised Dr?!ﬁ plmgéam Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident on the Peninsuia between San Francisco to San Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National
Jose, specifically, Burlingame. Standards Institute S$12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that
noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
Below are my concerns:
13151 To avoid the problems indicated, you should either:
. . — . . , . « Put the high speed train in a tunnel, or 1315-7
« | am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 tralr)s a day)t anq the +  Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach
expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations San Francisco.
will increase significantly and cause problems, my children currently complain about the noise of the
Caltrain, not to mention the burden of airport noise that is already upon us.
Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at my address... 1461 Balboa Avenue, Very truly yours,
Buriingame.

Amanda Larkin
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Comment Letter 1315 - Continued

1461 Balboa Avenue

Burlingame, California94010

[elod

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997

chaylock@burlingame. org
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1315 (Amanda Larkin, April 26, 2010)

1315-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1315-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1315-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1315-4

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1315-5

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1315-6

Site specific noise analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts
to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent
project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will consider the comment as
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.

@CAHFORNIA
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1315-7
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1316 (Amy Lennane, April 26, 2010)

1316

Kris Livingston
From: Amy Lennane [aclennane@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 919 AM
To: HSR Comments
Ce: chaylock@burlingame. org; Marc, Hershman(@asm ca gov, Lieberman@sen.ca.gov,

Senator. simitian@sen.ca.gov, marge.rosen@mail. house.gov, Mark Pulido@sen.ca.gov
Subject: Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Date: April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authorty
925 “L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA85814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavit:

i am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose,
specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

| am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise
“decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and
cause problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons: 1316-1

Cambridge Road in Burlingame is a lovely neighborhood that intersects with California Drive. which is adjacent to the
current Caltrain tracks and proposed HSR. There have already been complaints/issues regarding the existing noises from
freight trains at night. The real estate in the area surrounding the tracks would plummet and families would lose much of
their biggest investment as they would be forced to relocate, likely out of state.

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses: Broadway to Trousedale, specifically
Cambridge Road, Oxford Road, Village Park

HSR will divide Burlingame. 1t will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if
passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be
like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation
facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east
and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks UNDERGROUND. This highly desirable, family-
oriented suburban community would transform into a dark urban shadow of former glory. Look at the improvement that
happened to Boston during the Big Dig when they tore down the Central Artery which divided the downtown from the
waterfront--the city is so much more inviting and united. An elevated rail will physically DIVIDE our town, and make for the
BIGGEST EYESORER on the Penisula, if not all of Californial!! At what benefit??? And to whom????

1316-2

Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting & freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks.
Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address: Cambridge Road

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding
the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Calfrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 13163
minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood fooks and will dominate the
landscape. Other ways this will hurt my area's look and feel:

How will HSR effect vehicle traffic at intersections such as Broadway, Burlingame? 1316-4
How will sidewalks, bikepaths and pedestrian traffic be routed? "~
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low." |131‘5'5
My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caitrain running during construction of HSR. This will
cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary

1316-6

tracks. | am specifically worried about this division at the following address:
Calfornia Drive, between Broadway and Trousedale, specifically Cambridge Road.

HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. EVERYDAY |
travel across the tracks, either by car, or bike, to patronize businesses on Rollins Road and area, and to access the 1316-7
freeway. How will the commute be affected?

| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. It is
crucial to maintain the trees and shrubs along the tracks to help lower the noise level from the trains, as well as screen the|;3 ¢ ¢
unsightly tracks from our neighborhood. Many years ago, the Neighborhood Association worked with Caltrain to plant the
existing trees along the tracks on California Drive expressly for this purpose.

| have children who attend the Lincoln School. Over 400 students attend this school, which is in session from 8:30 a.m. -
3:00 p.m. | request a specific analysis of how naise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school
and its students and learning environment.

--Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards 13169
Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise tevels not exceed ©
35 dBA in an empty classroom.

—Please ensure that the noise, construction, poliution and other impacts of HSR do not viclate the Americans with

" Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about the health
effects of electromagnetic fields on people at Cambridge Road, and neighborhoods between Broadway and Trousedale. [1316-10

Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

To avoid the problems indicated, you shouid:

" Put the high speed train in 2 TUNNEL.

" Put the high speed train in a covered trench

Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would compietely avoid the Caltrain corridor 131611

problems -

" Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco

These alternative MUST be included in the overall budget of the HSR, otherwise we should not be considering

implementing the HSR at all.

Very truly yours,

Amy Lennane

1133 Cambridge Road
Burlingame, California
94010

cC

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997

cbaylock@burlingame.org

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,
Mail: 19th District, 1628 S. El Camino Real,
Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1316 - Continued

Fax: (650) 341-4676
Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc. Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.gov,

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CAS4301

Fax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.qoy (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier

Mail: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
E

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail. house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County, 1700 Montgomery
Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111 FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes fo SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA84104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov

To avoid the problems indicated. you should:
" Put the high speed train in a tunnel
Put the high speed train in & covered trench.
" Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor
problems
Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

PRINT NAME

PRINT STREET ADDRESS
Burlingame, California94010

ce:
Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997
chavlock@burlingame.org

State Assembiymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. EI Camino Real,
Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail; District 8, 400 South EI Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.goy

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: (650) 888-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier
Mait: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402

E
mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail. house.gov

G Arnold Schwar
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County, 1700 Montgomery
Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111 FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.qov

'CALIFORNIA
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Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR

Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1316 (Amy Lennane, April 26, 2010)

1316-1

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Noise was not one of those
topics. Please see Section 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.
More detailed consideration of noise impacts and mitigation
measures such as soundwalls or other noise reducing measures will
be included in project-level environmental documents. See also
Standard Responses 5 and 6.

1316-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1316-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

1316-4

Detailed circulation, parking, pedestrian, bicycle, transit,
construction and cumulative transportation impacts of the HST
Project will be fully analyzed in the project-level EIR/EIS. This
information will be documented in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and
Parking Report including (1) Changes in traffic volumes on local
streets that result from project and from project construction and
the effect of these changed volumes on roadway operations and
critical intersections. (2)The analysis of number of parking spaces
required and the placement of the parking facilities will be evaluated.
Potential parking impacts will be evaluated based on the existing and
future parking supply and the projected parking demand. Parking
demand will be based upon the patronage and mode of access

forecasts at each proposed station, including parking and related
circulation impacts for adjacent neighborhoods. (3) Potential impacts
to transit including potential for inadequate capacity of feeder bus
service, potential for traffic congestion from project to disrupt or
delay bus service that serve or run near stations or other transit
operations. Potential impacts of project construction on transit
service will also be evaluated in detail. (4)The project-level traffic
impact analysis study will also evaluate the effect of the project and
project construction on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and
analysis of potential traffic impacts including impacts to pedestrian
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit,
Circulation and Parking Report. (5) Cumulative potential traffic
impacts due to the proposed project.

1316-5

The project-level traffic impact analysis study will evaluate the effect
of the project on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and
analysis of potential traffic impacts including impacts to pedestrian
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit,
Circulation and Parking Report.

1316-6

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

@CAHFORNIA
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Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1316-7
See Response to Comment 1306-8.

1316-8

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1316-9
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1316-10
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1316-11
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

@CAHFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1317 (Joshua Galanter M.D. and Alexandra Galanter, April 27, 2010)

1317
Kris Li\ringston

From: Alex Galanter [alexgalanter@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 2:51 AM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: chaylock@burlingame.org; Marc. Her .ca.gov, Lieber ca.gov,

Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov, margo.resen@mail house.gov

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised
Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident of Burlingame with two young children and we live two blocks
from the current Caltrain tracks. This is a community of families. There are lots of children in Burlingame and |
have some strong concerns about the high speed rail. In fact, | voted against it because [ feared the scenario
now faced by Burlingame.

Aside from the unattractive aesthetic of the rail, particularly the proposed elevated tracks, which | am sure will
lower my property values significantly, here are my other concerns:

" Iam worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the
expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
increase significantly and cause problems for my address , four local parks/recreational areas we frequent
{Washington, Aipine, Laguna and Village Parks) as well as Burlingame High School.

“HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe
more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground
level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would
divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our
downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and
Caltrain tracks underground or please consider putting the HSR alongside 101 or 280 but not Caltrain.

“Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just two ground
level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for
this address. Again, | think elevated tracks will turn the narrow parts of the mid-peninsula into a concrete
jungle of transit and we will look like Los Angeles.

“ Although Caltrain aiready runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and
harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction,
plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our

1

1317-1

1317-2

1317-3

1317-4

neighborhood looks and will dominate the fandscape. Please explain how you concluded that the visual 1317-4
impact of HSR on our community will be "low." cont.

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of

HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be 317-5
taken to run these temporary tracks. | have friends, hard-working, tax-paying citizens, living and working in

these businesses!

“ HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. This
is a community of people who love to walk, ride bikes and push strollers.

1317-6

| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in
Burlingame. These trees are a huge part of Burlingame's history and a draw for visitors, prospective new 1317-7
business owners and home buyers.

| have children who attend/will attend in the near future the following schools:
Village Park Preschool (across the street from current Caltrain tracks)
Lincoln Elementary School
Burlingame High School (across the street from current Caltrain tracks) 1317-8

The disruptions and noise caused by the construction and the tracks will adversely affect our commute to and
from school as well as the children’s classroom and playground experience. Please ensure that any noise
impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom

Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an

empty classroom.

" Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about
the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people living and working near the tracks we and our 1317-9
neighbors do on Laguna Avenue. How will you mitigate them?

To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
" Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
" Put the high speed train in a covered trench. 317-10

" Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor
problems.

“ Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,
Joshua Galanter, M.D. and Alexandra Galanter {and family)
1249 Laguna Avenue

Burlingame, California 94010

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1317 - Continued

cc:
Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997
cbaylock@burlingame.org

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm,.ca,gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental
Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier
Mail: 12th Congressional District, 400 S. EI Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger

Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CAS5814, Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San
Francisco, CA 94111 /FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104

Fax to: (415) 393-0710
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1317 (Joshua Galanter M.D. and Alexandra Galanter, April 27, 2010)

1317-1

The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the
right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured
from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees. With
the trees remaining to obscure the view of the HST, the visual
impact was assessed to be low. See Standard Response 6.

1317-2
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1317-3

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts. The Authority
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel,
aerial, and at-grade. Although the Authority has rescinded its July
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level
alternatives screening. Greater detail about tunnel and trench
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for
project-level environmental documents can be found on the
Authority's website. See also Standard Response 3.

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,

construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

1317-4

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1317-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
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strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1317-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the

Response to Comments from Individuals

potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1317-7

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1317-8

Site specific noise analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts
to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent
project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will consider the comment as
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.

1317-9
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1317-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1318 (Elisa Odabashian, April 26, 2010)

1318 can easily access the shops and restaurants on Broadway in Burlingame (right near my house) if there is a 1318-4
Kris Livingston monolithic structure between them and these already struggling businesses. Please explain how you concluded | cont,
] that the visual impact of HISR on our community will be "low."
From: Odabashian, Elisa [odabel@consurner.org)
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 11:02 AM . . . . . .
Tg? a;‘nmacaeg?; HSR Comments My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR.
Ce: chaylock@burlingame.org, Mare Hershman@asm.ca gov; Lisherman@sen ca gov; This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run|[1318-5
Senator simitian@sen.ca.gov; go.rosen@mail house gov: Mark, Fulido@sen.ca.gov these temporary tracks.
Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Camment
1 don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in ¥
1 p 1318-6
Dan Leavin, California High Speed Rail Authority Burlingame.
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425 .o [ . . .
Sacramento, CA95814 Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National
cmail: comments@hsr oz Standards Institute S12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that
Email: comments(@hsr.ca.gov ; L
Fax: (916) 322-0827 noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom. 15
: . Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Re Draft Program EIR Material C SASE ENSUC : » POTIIION &G 01er IMPACTS o . ;
¢ y Arca to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing,
Dear Mr. Leavitt: respiratory and other disabilities.
L . . e ot . S . I Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. I am worried about the
T'am writing befow‘Apnl 26,2010 10 ofﬁcmllz submit my comments (o High Specd .Raﬂ Authorities (HSRA) health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at 1236 Paloma A\?cnuc Burlingame, CA 94010. Please 1318-8
March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). Iam a resident on the Peninsula between San describe the effects and how you will miticate them ’ ’
Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. v & '
N To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
o ar ; nar 1318-1 i
Here are my concerns: o Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
. . . . . . e Put the high speed train in a covered trench. I
I moved to our home in Burlmgaupc 29 years ago and have enjoyed 1hle pastoral, tree-friendly, family-friendly o Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain coridor |15
community we have here. My children attended the Burlingame public schools and regularly walked home problems :
ﬁm? school. T?‘e h}gh spegd rail will turn the neighborhoods like mine that are near 1he tx‘a;](s nto notsier, ® Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain builet trains to reach San Francisco.
dustier, more vibrating corridors, pushing home values down and frankly making families like mine move away
-- families that have been strong community residents. Very truly yours
1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected Elisa Odabashian
noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase 1318-2 14236 Paloma Avenue
significantly and cause problems at the intersection of California and Broadway and all the way along Burlingame, CA 94010
California Avenue in Burlingame which is my neighborhood. =
s . . . . cc:
HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and
maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it Mail: City Hall). 501 P;imrme Road, Burlineame. California 94010-3997
would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide chayl ock@bur@gamc.or ) ’ =
our downtown from east side residents, and divide cast and west side residences. To avoid this, I want HSR 13183 o
and Caltrain tracks underground. ’ State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,
- . . . . . . . i Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,
Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402
train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for my Fax: {650’) 341-4676 ’
address: 1236 Paloma Avenue, Burlingame, CA 94010 Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov
Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and State Senator Leland Yee
harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, 315-4 Mail: District 8, 400 South EI Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
plgs running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrica.l poles and wires, will harm how our Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman(@sen.ca.gov
neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Guests in the airport hotels will no longer feel that they )
1
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Comment Letter 1318 — Continued

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental
Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: (650) 688-6370

:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier

Mail: 12th Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
E

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen(@mail.house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger

Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San
Francisco, CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein
Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104 Fax to: (415)

393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental
Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing
Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark. Pulido@sen.ca.gov

ETS
This e-mail message is intended only for the designated recipient(s) named above. The information contained in
this e-mail and any attachments may be confidential or legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient,
you may not review, retain, copy, redistribute or use this e-mail or any attachment for any purpose, or disclose
all or any part of its contents. If you have received this c-mail in error, please immediately notify the sender by
reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments from your computer system.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1318 (Elisa Odabashian, April 26, 2010)

1318-1

The comment expresses concerns about noise and vibration, air
quality, and home values. Comment acknowledged. TThe 2008
Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in
significant impacts to the physical environment. The 21 network
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental
impacts, along with substantial project benefits. The EIR identified
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest
extent feasible. In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may
differ between alternatives. Additional site-specific analysis of
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.

See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential
property values.

1318-2
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1318-3
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1318-4

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-

way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

The Burlingame airport hotels are located east of US 101. There are
two crossings of US 101 from the area where the hotels are located
into Burlingame. Broadway crosses US 101 near the center of the
airport hotel area. After crossing US 101, it crosses the Caltrain
corridor. Once a driver finds their way onto Broadway across US
101, they are deposited directly into the Broadway business district
of Burlingame. The introduction of HST would provide a grade
separation at Broadway so that drivers, cyclists and pedestrians will
no longer face closed crossing gates when trains pass through the
area.

The second crossing of US 101 is Peninsula Avenue, located south of
the hotel area. Due to its distance from the hotels, it is unlikely that
this would be a preferred route to access Burlingame, especially the
Broadway business district. Still, if a driver were to utilize Peninsula
Avenue, they would find again it would lead to the west side of the
Caltrain/HST corridor in a straight line. There would likely be a
grade-separated crossing at the railway tracks with the HST project.

1318-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
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strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1318-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1318-7

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Like the original Bay Area to
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS processes.

1318-8

See Response to Comment 1028-10. See Response to Comment
1028-10.

1318-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1319 (Catherine J. M. Nilmeyer, April 25, 2010)

Date: April 25, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "7 Street, Sulte 1425

Saeramento, CA 95814

Email: comments@@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt;

| ara writing before Aprit 26, 2010 to officially subrait my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA)
tarch 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR (EIR). 1am a resident snd/or business owner on the Peninsula between
San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here sre my concerns:

| am worrlad about nolse and vilirations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected
noise "decibel® levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 rph (93 dBA), (he noise and vibrations will increase a lot
and rause problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons:

We used to live near the track in San Mateo {2 houses away), and 1 know how disruptive the CalTrain can be, butit
serves a purpose and is infrequent. A more frequent schedule would be very difficult to tolerate as it would be a
constant noise and vibration.

HSR will divide Burlingame. 1t will add at least 2 fracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe 4 more
{racks if passing sidings are needed. Thisisa big change frorm the way it is now and wotuld be like putting 8
freeway through the center of Burlingame, Further it would divide the high school fram the residents on the other
side of the tracks and divide the east and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR underground the tracks.

It was apparent Burlingame residence fought this issue before when B.ART. wanted to run above ground tracks in
the past,

perial tracks will be like putting a freeway where there dsed to be just 2 train tracks. Please describe how you
decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address.

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be a huge change that will be
harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus
running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will be harm how our neighborhood
looks and will dominate the landscape, Other ways this will liurt how make my area looks:

HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. Unlike
other cities, we have most of our right-of-ways at ground level, When the few trains a day run through town,
several areas are at 2 stand still. The impact on the community with additional trains could be devastating.

We were drawn to 8urlingame for all the trees. This town has a wonderful feeling as you walk, bike o drive
through the community. The trees at the track area help to cut the noise and visually improve the track area.

1319-1

1319-2

1319-3

1319-4

1319-5

Apr. 26, 2010 11:10AM o, 0051 P 2

We have raised three daughters in this community. Taking them to school each day when we had to wait for a
train was Irritating, but understandable. Having to have parents wait several minutes and times a day would be
difficutt.

Please ensure that any hoise impacts on each classroam in this school comply with American National Standards
Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not |1319-6
exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom, as the train runs past Burlingame High School

Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR du not violate the Americans with
Disabilitles Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and
other disabilities.

possibla lacatlon,

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. { am worried about the
heslth effects of electromagnetic fields along the track line, 13197
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them,
| realize this study has been continuing for sorme time, but has the Highway 101 corridor been studied for a |I
319-8

Very truly yours,

u&&ffxﬂw '

Catherine /.| Imeyer, AIA
128 Pepper Avenue
Burlingame, California 94010

ce: Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame

chaylock@burlingame,org

Assemblyman Jerry Hill
49th District, 1528 S, £l Camino Real, Suite 307,
4676

Senator Leland Yee
District 8, 400 South El Carmine Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402, (650) 340-3840

Senator Joe Simitian
11" District, 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301, Phone: {650} 688-6384, Fax: {650) 688~
6370

Congresswoman Jackie Spejer
12t Congressional District, 400 S. Ef Camino Real, Suite 750, 5an Muteo, CA 94402

San Mateo, CA 84402, Tel: (650) 349-1900, Fax: (650) 341-

'CALIFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1319 (Catherine J. M. Nilmeyer, April 25, 2010)

1319-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1319-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1319-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

1319-4

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1319-5

The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical

environment. The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible. In addition, the EIR
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location
of these impacts may differ between alternatives. Accordingly, a
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or
implementing the HST system.

1319-6

The HST system would operate over a fully grade-separated,
dedicated track alignment; therefore, it would not affect pedestrian
access time.  Site specific noise, air quality, and accessibility
impacts during construction and operation of the HST to sensitive
receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent project-level
environmental documents. The Authority will consider the
comments as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. See also
Standard Response 5.

1319-7
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1319-8

As noted in Table 2.5-4 of the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS (page 2-
43), the US 101 option was rejected from further consideration. As
shown in the table, principal reasons for rejection of these
alignments included construction, right-of-way, and environmental
concerns, particularly visual and land use (right-of-way acquisition)
impacts.
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Comment Letter 1320 (Amelia Nash, April 24, 2010)

Kris Livingston

1320

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Amelia Nash [amelianash@gmail. com]
Fricay, April 23, 2010 9:37 PM

HSR Comments
Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment

HighSpeedRail doc

Attached please find comments on High Speed Rail in Burlingame

Thank you
Amelia Nash

Date: April 24, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

1 am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities
(HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). |am a resident and/or business
owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

1. { am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train schedule {200 trains a day), and the
expected noise "decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
increase significantly and cause problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons:
I live in the neighborhood of Burlingame that is close to Caltrain {“Burlingables”), and we can already hear
the whistles and noises from Caltrain during the day and into the night. | cannot imagine how foud the trains
will be at 125 mph

2. HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at feast 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe
more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground
level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it
would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks,
divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avoid this, |
want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

3. Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground
level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for
this address at 712 Concord Way.

4. Although Caltrain aiready runs through our neighborhood, the propesed changes will be significant and
harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction,
plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our
neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Other ways this will hurt my area’s look and feel will
be to diminish the property values on the east side of the track, as part of the vaiue of fiving there is the
charming walk to downtown.

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."

5. HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks.

1320-1

1320-2

1320-3

1320-4

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1320 - Continued

Many of the residents of Burlingables walk to town on a daily basis; you are taking a walkable town and 1320-4 Fax: (650) 688-6370
forcing the residents to have to use a car just to get across the tracks cont. Email: Senator simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and
- . . Sacramento
6. 1 have children who attend the following schools:
__Burlingame High School __2_ (number) students attend this schoof, which is in session from _8__a.m. - Congresswoman Jackie Speier
___3_p.m. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect " .
this school and its students and learning environment. Mait: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. Ef Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
7. Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this schoal comply with American National 1320-5 E
Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail.house.gov
noise leveis not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
8. Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
hearing, respiratory and other disabilities. . . .
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

To avoi roblems indi you should: " "

2 id the pro icated, yo Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County, 1700 Montgomery Street, Ste

Xl Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach 1320-6 240, San Francisco, CA 84111
San Francisco. i
k FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

Very truly yours,

Amelia Nash

PRINT NAME

712 Concord Way

PRINT STREET ADDRESS
Burlingame, California94010

felon

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997
chaylock@burlingame.org

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. EI Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South EI Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan.

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and
Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104
Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and
Housing

Emaif to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov

'CALIFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1320 (Amelia Nash, April 24, 2010)

1320-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1320-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1320-3
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1320-4
See Response to Comment 1002-3.

1320-5
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1320-6

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor. These alternatives
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via Transbay Tube;
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to
carry into the project level environmental document. The
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the
Authority as part of the new decision. Public comments supporting
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that
the Board considers.
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Comment Letter 1321 (Kara Gardner, April 26, 2010)

Kris Livingston

From: Gardner Kara [karag2001 @yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 1:50 PM

To: CathyCOUNCIL-Baylock

Ce: HSR Comments

Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment
Attachments: letterrehighspeedrail doc

Sorry aboutthat! Here it is again.

sotof sk ok ok ok ok gk L L R

Kara Anne Gardner, Ph.D.
Lecturer in Music, University of San Francisco

gardnerk(@usfea.edu
--- On Tue, 4/27/10, COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy <cbaylock@burlingame.org> wrote:

From: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy <cbaylock@burlingame.org>
Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment

Date: Tuesday, April 27,2010, 1:35 PM

Dear Dr. Gardner,

Thank you for writing. Unfortunately, your e-mail did not have an attachment and would you kindly send it again? Thank you.
Cathy Baylock

Mayor

From: Gardner Kara [mailto:karag2001@yahoo.com

Sent: Tue 4/27/2010 10:01 AM

To: Comments@hsr.ca.gov

Cc: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy; Marc.Hs ca.gov; Lieber ca.gov; Senator.simitian(@sen.ca.gov;
margo. il.house.gov; Mark.Pulid ca.gov

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment

To whom it may concern: please see the attached letter regarding plans for high speed rail.

Kara Anne Gardner, Ph.D.
Lecturer in Music, University of San Francisco

gardnerk@usfca.edu

April26. 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Vailey Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

{ am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities
(HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Leve! EIR (EIR). [ am a resident and/or business owner
on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:
1321-1

| am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected
noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase
significantly and cause problems at the following addresses/location:

1344 Paloma Ave., just one biock and a half from the train station at Broadway in Burlingame

CIHSR wilt divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more
tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks
and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high
school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east
side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avaid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks
underground.

1321-2

“Elevated tracks with associated wires wifl be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground ievel
train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there wiff be NO impact on community cohesion for this
address.

1344 Paloma Ave. Burlingame.

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1321 - Continued

“ Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running ) . o
trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will | 13213 Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
dominate the landscape put the high speed train in a covered trench. Lo
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low. Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor

problems.
" My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR. Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.
This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run
these temporary tracks. | am specifically worried about this division at the following address: 13214

- Very truly yours,
1344 Paloma Ave., as well as Broadway businesses.
Kara Gardner.
PRINT NAME
1344 Paloma Ave.,

" HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. I 1321-5

PRINT STREET ADDRESS
I don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in .
Burlingame. 3216 Burlingame, Californiag4010
" | have children who attend the following schools: cc:

Mayor, Cit: il me
Lincoln Elementary Cathy Baylock, May: y of Burlinga
Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Buriingame, California 94010-3997
1321-7 cbaylock@burlingame.org

" Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards
Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not
exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.

" Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and
other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about the
health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at 1344 Paloma Ave.

Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

{Continued on next page]

1321-8

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millorae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental
Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301
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Comment Letter 1321 - Continued

Fax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and
Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier

Mail; 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
E

mait: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA85814, Fax: 916-558-3160
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240,
San Francisco, CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104 Fax to:
{415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1321 (Kara Gardner, April 26, 2010)

1321-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

Also see Standard Response 5.

1321-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1321-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1321-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as

requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

@CAHFORNIA
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1321-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1321-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1321-7
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1321-8
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1321-9
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1322 (Eileen Easterbrook, April 26, 2010)

. a2 neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact [ 13223

Kris Livingston of HSR on our community will be "low." cont.

From: Eileen Easterbrook [eebrock@comeast.net] 1 have children who attend the followi 1 o T4 Tioh Scl

Sent: Wiondey, April 26, 2010 601 AM children wing schools: Burlingame High School

To: HSR Comments o i ich is in sessi 9. " . G of :

Subject: Bay Ares to Ceniral Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment She al'tcnds this schqols which is in session fr0fn 9am. 2.00 pm. 1 request a specific analyms of l}ow noise,
vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment.
s SIS 2 H 1 0 H 1% G ; " Sl ail

Re: Bay Arca to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment Please ensure 1‘11al any I‘AOISC‘ll‘llpd(,lS on each 9133§r00111 in this s_chooi compl}« with American National 1322-4
Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that

Date: April 26. 2010 noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
My daughter is disabled. Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not
violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. 1 am worried about the

925 "L" Street, Suite 1425
health effects of electromagnetic fields on east of the tracks. 1322.5
Sacramento, CA95814 i .
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov . L
" To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
Fax: (916) 322-0827 i .
“ Put the high speed train in a tunnel. OR 13226

Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains (o reach San Francisco.
Dear Mr. Leavitt: ’

I am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA)

March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). I am a resident on the Peninsula between San Very uly yours,

Francisco to San Jose, specifically, in Burlingame. Eileen Easterbrook
Here are my concerns: 409 Dwight Road
gl
1322-1
1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the Burlingame. CA 94010
game,

expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will
increase significantly in the section East of the railroad tracks where many homes are and where the high school
is located. We live at 409 Dwight Road in Burlingame and already hear the train, 101 traffic and the flights
taking off from San Francisco airport.

Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase along Dwight, Lexington and Bloom{ield roads.
Additionally, HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain
and maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the
current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame.
Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks,
divide our downtown from cast side residents, and divide cast and west side residences. 322

To avoid this. I definitely want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level
train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion.

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood. the proposed changes will be significant and

harmful. Adding the HSR tracks. plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction,

plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our ,
1

1322-3
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Response to Letter 1322 (Eileen Easterbrook, April 26, 2010)

1322-1 1322-4
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration. See Response to Comment 1292-8.
1322-2 1322-5
See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion See Response to Comment 1028-10.
and neighborhoods.
1322-6
1322-3 See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.
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Comment Letter 1323 (Jeff and Sharon Inokuchi, April 25, 2010)

1323

Kris Livingston

From: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy [chaylock@burlingame.org]

Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 818 AM

To: JEFF INOKUCH!, GRP-Council

Ce: PW/ENG-Murtuza, Syed

Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Inokuchi Famil.
Thank you for taking the time to write. 1 am forwarding your letter to our city council and Public Works Director,

Cathy Baylock
Mayor

----- Original Message-----

From: JEFF INOKUCH! [mailto:jinokuchi@sbeglobal.net]

Sent: Sun 4/25/2010 10:11 PM

To: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Cc: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy; Marc.Herst ca.gov; leber
margo.rosen@mail.house.gov; Mark. Pulido@sen.ca.gov

ca.gov; Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov;

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Date: April 25,2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA95814

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:
1 am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised

Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). I am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Irancisco to San Jose,
specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

1 am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise “decibel” levels
for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the following | 1353 ;

1440 Cortez Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94010

1616 Coronado Way
Burlingame, CA 94010

There is already a significan( amount of noise from the SF International Airport. Nightly cargo flights and fly-overs are everyday

issues. Adding high-speed rail noise will only compound the current problems. Please analyze and describe how noise Jevels will 1323-1
increase at these addresses. cont.
HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at leas( 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing
sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like putting an
clevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents
on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences. To avoid this, 1
want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground. 13232
Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks. Please
describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion at the two addresses listed above.
Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhoad, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR

ks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding
high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. 13233
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."
Construction issues would cripple access to local businesses and Highway 101, the main north-south corridor for the peninsula. 1323-4
My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR. This will cause
irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks, 1 am 1323-5
specifically worried about this division and how it would affect the residential addresses listed above.
HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. |1323'6
1 don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. |1323-7
My son attends Burlingame High School, which is in session from 7 AM (zero period) to 3 PM. This school is located immediately
adjacent to the current Cal Train tracks. Current noise levels are excessive. I request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations,
construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and learning environment
Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute S12.60 1323.8

Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom.

Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. 1 am requesting information on the current health
risks and affects from electromagnetic fields. This applies to Jocal schools and the residential addresses listed above. Please describe  [1323-9
the effects and how you will mitigate them.

To avoid the problems indicated, you should: 11323-10

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1323 - Continued

Put the high speed train in a tunnel oy in a covered trench -

. . N . . . . 1323-10
Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems. cont
Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Jeff Inokuchi

Leslie Inokuchi

Keith Inokuchi

1440 Cortez Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94010

Sharon Inokuchi, MD
1616 Coronado Way
Burlingame, CA 94010

ce:
Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real, Suite 302, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo

State Senator Leland Yee

District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and
Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301
Congresswoman Jackie Speier

12th Congressional District, 400 S. E] Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA 95814
Contacted via e-mail portal

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
Mail Attn: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111

Contacted via e-mail portal

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein Mail Attn: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA 94104

Contacted via e-mail portal

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and
Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Via e-mail: Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1323 (Jeff and Sharon Inokuchi, April 25, 2010)

1323-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1323-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1323-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1323-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as

requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR. More detailed impact analyses related to
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis,
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration
information will be available for the selected HST alignment. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1323-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
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separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1323-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1323-7

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1323-8
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1323-9
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1323-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1324 (Joya De Ranieri, April 20, 2010)

1324

Joya  De Ranferls
1033 Laguna Avenue:
Burlingame, Califernia 94010-3623

April 20, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 1" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program
EIR Material

COMMENTS

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

I am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities
(HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR (EIR). | am a twenty-eight year resident and
home owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

My Concerns are as follows:

The noise levels will increase along California Drive to the detriment of existing businesses and | 13243
clients. HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least two tracks to the existing two tracks used
by Caltrain and maybe four more tracks if passing sidings are needed. This is a dramatic change
from the way it is now and would be like putting a freeway through the center of Burlingame. It
would divide the high school from the residents on the other side of the tracks. It will divide the
east and west side residences. We have just spent years, extended effort, and parcel tax funds to
renovate and upgrade our beautiful high school which sits directly on the east side of the current,
tree lined, tracks.

1324-4

Aerial tracks will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just two train tracks. The noise
levels, particularly at Burlingame High School are simply not acceptable. It will create a unhealthy!
noise level for student athletes and musicians who currently practice outdoors directly across from
the current tracks. I have three sons who graduated from BHS and a grand daughter living in
Burlingame, at 1040 Paloma Avenue, whom I hope will be afforded the same opportunity to attend | 1324.5
Burlingame High School. I request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train|
operations will affect this school and it’s students and learning environment. Please ensure that any
noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute
$12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels
not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. I'am worried
about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on young people at the high school and people

| 1324-6
regularly using our only aquatic center, adjacent to and within a block from the tracks. HSR will |
nnnnnnn 1y and unfavorably alter how we set to school, busi and other destinati on the 1324-7
severely and unfavorably alter how we get to school, b and other on the |

other side of the track.

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be

monstrous. Adding the HSR tracks, the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during
construction, running trains every five minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will

create a visual neighborhood eyesore and will dominate the landscape. Since I live only two blocks | 1394 5
off California Drive, if the track corridor along California Drive is widened and the number of trains

1 am worried about noise and vibrati With the proposed train scheduled (two-hundred trains a
day), and the expected noise “decibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the 13241 increased it will have the effect of literally moving the train into my living room. My home will be
noise and vibrations will significantly increase causing problems at my home on 1033 Laguna transformed from quaint a cottage lined street into a noise ridden, unsightly neighborhood, if, in
Avenue, Burlingame for the following reasons: fact, it even remains a neighborhood.
It will simply be too loud and disrupt what is currently a quiet residential neighborhood. We have A detailed explanation of what criterion you used and how you concluded that the visual impact of | 1304.9
a lovely, established childeare facility, PalCare, located at 945 California Drive that would be HSR on our community will be “low” is requested.
directly impacted. Many of the businesses along California Drive, which are the service industries
of town, i.e. paint store, coin operated laundry, dry cleaners, etc will be impacted. My immediate neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running
during construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and 1324-10
I am disabled. After owning a home on the west side of El Camino at 1611 Willow Avenue, businesses whose property must be taken to run these temporary tracks.
Burlingame since 1981 I moved to my current home to be closer and have easier access to the
business corridors and services along California Drive in 2007. The proposed route would displace Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the
many, if not most, of those businesses. With real estate prices and rents still skyrocketing along Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school 1324-11
1324-2 students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Burlingame Avenue and Broadway, even in this current financial crisis, it is questionable whether
any of the service businesses will be able to afford to relocate anywhere in town. If not, the very
small community fabric that is core to the Burlingame will be lost. This loss will very adversely
affect not only property values but significantly lessen the cohesiveness of life style and small town

atmosphere currently so 1 by many Burling; il
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Comment Letter 1324 - Continued

Burlingame is often referred to as the City of Trees. It’s trees and neighborhoods are part of a core

attraction of our city. I don’t want trees cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. To |12, ;5
avoid this, the disruption of integral neighborhood constructs, and the myriad of above listed

reasons, | want HSR to underground the tracks.

To avoid the problems indicated, you should consider alternative routes to the present Caltrain .
corridor and methods of construction that will not have such devastating impacts on my community. 1324-13

Very truly yours,

Q}7@$?rw @/u

Joya De Ranieri, R.N.
1033 Laguna Avenue
Burlingame, California 94010

cc:  Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
Burlingame City Hall
501 Primrose Road
Burlingame, California 94010

Assemblyman Jerry Hill 19th District
1528 S. El Camino Real, Suite 302
San Mateo, CA 94402

Senator Leland Yee District 8,
400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630
San Mateo, CA 94402,

Senator Joe Simitian 11th District,
160 Town & Country Village
Palo Alto, CA 94301

Congresswoman Jackie Speier 12th Congressional District
400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750
San Mateo, CA 94402
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1324 (Joya De Ranieri, April 20, 2010)

1324-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1324-2
See Standard Response 6.

1324-3

See Standard Response 3.
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.

1324-4

Comments noted. As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008
Final Program EIR, the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be
primarily within an existing active commuter and freight rail corridor
and therefore would not constitute any new physical or psychological
barriers that would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods,
individuals, or community focal points in the corridor. This resulted
in a finding of no community cohesion impacts at the program level.
In addition, construction of grade separations where none previously
existing would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.

1324-5

Comment acknowledged. The Authority has received a number of
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being
placed an elevated structure. The Authority is evaluating multiple
profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade and below
grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an aerial

profile.Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train
operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents. The
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS processes. See also Standard Response 5.

1324-6
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1324-7

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1324-8

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

The alignment, as depicted in the 2008 Final Program EIR, is within
the existing Caltrain right-of-way along Carolan Avenue and east of
California Drive. Your address is two blocks west of California Drive,
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on the west side of Laguna Avenue, according to Google Maps. The
train would be over blocks from your living room, so the impacts to
your residence and the neighborhood surrounding it should be
negligible.

1324-9

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1324-10

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of

Response to Comments from Individuals

significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1324-11
See Response to Comment 1249-10 regarding ADA.

1324-12

The visual assessment in the Program EIR considered that the
distance measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-
of-way in Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84,
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section
is about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without
removal of the existing trees.

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus will remain the
dominant visual item along California Drive and Carolan Avenue.
Alternative configurations will be analyzed as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS, including underground options.

1324-13
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1325 (Kerry Inokuchi, April 25, 2010)

1325

Kris Livingston
From: Kerry Inokuchi [kerrynaki@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 10:30 PM
To: HSR Comments
Ce: chaylock@burlingame.org, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov; Dan, Liebermani@sen.ca.gov,

Senatar. simitian@sen.ca.gov; marge.rosen@nmail house.gov, Mark Pulido@sen.ca gov
Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape.
1325-3
cont.

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low."

Construction issues would cripple access to local businesses and Highway 101, the main north-south
corridor for the peninsula.

1325-4

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction
of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property

might be taken to run these temporary tracks. | am specifically worried about this division and how it 13255
Date: April 25, 2010 would affect the residential address listed above.
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the 13256
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425 tracks.
Sacramento, CA95814

| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way 13257
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments in Burlingame. | 20+
Dear Mr. Leavitt: My son attends Burlingame High School, which is in session from 7 AM (zero period) to 3 PM. This

school is located immediately adjacent to the current Caltrain tracks. Current noise levels are
| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities excessive. | request a_specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will
(HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident and/or business affect this school and its students and learning environment.
owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. o .

Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American 325.8
Here are my concerns: National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant | ~~

and ensure that noise ieveis not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classioom.
| am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and  [1325-1 v ) . ) )
the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and Please ensure that the noise, construction, poliution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the
vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the following address. Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students

with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.
1440 Cortez Avenue
Burling:me CA 94010 Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am requesting

’ information on the current health risks and affects from electromagnetic fields. This applies to local 1325.0
There is already a significant amount of noise from the SF International Airport. Nightly cargo flights schools and the residential address listed above. Please describe the effects and how you will e
and fly-overs are everyday issues. Adding high-speed rail noise will only compound the current mitigate them.
i i ilf increa: t this add .
problems. Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at this ress. To avoid the problems indicated. you should:
HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and
maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the Put the high d trainin a t Lori o trench
current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of ° Ru t eth Igh‘ Sﬁee ;a{n ina utntneh(‘)rhm a c%?re zgznc hich I letel id th 1325-10
Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the y CotL; ¢ the I'gd speebl rain next fo highway 101 or 280, which would compietely avoid the
west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side 3252 . Sﬁ)g?lhlcg)i; s;gerz t;rirlj]si_n San Jose and have people gt onfo Caliran bullt frsins fo reach
residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground. San Francisco,
Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2
ground level train tracks. Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on
community cohesion at the address listed above. Very truly yours,
Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant ';2;%’ g];rt:;@\venue
and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during  |1325-3 Burlingame, CA 94010
construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will 4
2
1
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Comment Letter 1325 - Continued

cc:
Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Buriingame, California 94010-3997

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real, Suite 302, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo

State Senator Leland Yee

District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and
Housing

160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA 94301

Congresswoman Jackie Speier
12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
Via e-mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA 95814
Contacted via e-mail portal

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
Mail Attn: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste

240, San Francisco, CA 94111
Contacted via e-mail portal

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein Mail Attn: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste
2450, San Francisco, CA 94104
Contacted via e-mail portal

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and
Housing

Via e-mail: Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1325 (Kerry Inokuchi, April 25, 2010)

1325-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1325-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1325-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1325-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not

one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR. More detailed impact analyses related to
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis,
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration
information will be available for the selected HST alignment. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1325-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
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construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1325-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations

Response to Comments from Individuals

strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1325-7

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1325-8
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1325-9
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1325-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

@CAHFORNIA

Page 16-993



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR

Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1326 (Greg R. Frazer, April 26, 2010)

1326
Kris Livingston

From: Gregory Frazer [gregory_r_frazer@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 2:14 PM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: chaylock@burlingame.org, Marc Hershman@asm.ca.gov, Lieberman@sen.ca.gov,

Senator simitian@sen.ca.gov, margo.rosen@mail house.gov: Mark Pulido@sen.ca.gov
Gregory Frazer, Greg Frazer (Juniper)
Subject: Re: Bay Area lo Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Attachments: HSR Letter - Greg Frazer.doc

Dear Mr. Laevitt:

Please find attached my request for a response to the questions contained in the attachment that
address the HRSA March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR.

Sincerely,
Greg Frazer

701 Burlingame Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94010

Date: April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rait Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing before April 26, 2010 at 5PM to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities
(HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR)

| am a resident of Burlingame, California, a city on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose. My
specific address is 701 Burlingame Avenue, Burlingame, California 94010,

Here are my concerns:

Additional Tracks and Elevated Tracks

HSR will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing

sidings are needed. In addition, elevated tracks would be a significant change from the current ground

level tracks, putting an elevated “freeway” through the center of Burlingame. 1326-1

My understanding is that the elevated track could be at least 90 to 100 feet in width and 15 to 20 feet tail.
It would divide the high school and main recreation facilities as well as residents and businesses on the
east side of the tracks from our primary business districts on Burlingame and Broadway Avenues, as well
as City facilities such as City Hall and the Burlingame Library. Not to mention friends and neighbors on
the west side of the tracks

Please describe the following:

« How you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion?

+  What would happen to Burlingame’s historic Eucalyptus Grove and how you concluded that the
visual impact of HSR on our community will be “low?”

© How does the HSRA plan to obtain the necessary land, and if through Eminent Domain please |1226—
provide a list of business and residencies that would be targeted? -

¢ What is the potential impact on property values to the affected areas and those in the immediate
vicinity (in particular my address above), as well as the impact on property tax assessments and
how that would impact the City and County of San Mateo's revenues?

1326-2

W

1326-4

Impacts: Noise, Vibrations, Electromagnetism

{ am worried about the noise, vibrations and electromagnetism associated with this project, both in the

short-term and the long-term. In addition to concerns with my own address above | am also concerned

about our schools. | have a child who will eventually attend Washington Elementary School, Burlingame
Intgrmed\ate School, and then Burlingame High School, typically from 8AM to 5PM, Monday through 13265
Friday. “

With the proposed train schedule (200 trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel" fevels for steel on
steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly, especially if tracks
are elevated above the current buffer of frees and homes closer to the current tracks

In addition, powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high-speed trains. | am 1326-6
worried about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people.
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Comment Letter 1326 - Continued

| request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect my
address as well as those of the 3 schools listed above. With regards to the schools, please address how
these factors will impact the learning environment. Also, please ensure that any noise impacts on each 1326-7
classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics
Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom.
Finally, for all 4 addresses, please describe how you will mitigate any effects. 1326-8
To avoid the problems indicated in this letter, you should consider the following options:
e Put the high-speed train in a tunnel,
« Putthe high-speed train in a covered trench, 1326.0
* Route the high-speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain| ™~~~
corridor problems, or
* Stop the high-speed train in San Jose and have people get onto a Caltrain bullet train to reach
San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Gregory R. Frazer
701 Burlingame Avenue
Burlingame, California 94010

cel

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997
chaylock@burlingame.org

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South EI Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental
Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301

Fax: {(650) 688-6370

Email:Senato: itian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo Alto and
Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier
Mail: 12"" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402
E

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail.house.gov

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing
Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1326 (Greg R. Frazer, April 26, 2010)

1326-1
See Response to Comment 1002-3.

1326-2

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1326-3
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain.

1326-4
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values.

1326-5
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

Also see Standard Response 5.

1326-6
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1326-7

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Like the original Bay Area to
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.

1326-8

The comment requests information about mitigation as specific
addresses. See Standard Response 3 about the level of detail for
impacts analysis and mitigation in the program EIR.

1326-9

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid problems. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward
into the project level alternatives screening. Greater detail about
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary
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alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can
be found on the Authority's website. See also Standard Response 3.

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to
avoid problems. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward
into the project level alternatives screening. Greater detail about
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can
be found on the Authority's website. See also Standard Response 3
regarding level of detail.

The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of 1-280
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central
Valley Program EIR. See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft
Program EIR (page 19). The Authority and the FRA considered a
potential HST alternative along 1-280 between San Francisco and
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process. The 1-280
alternative was screened out from further study in the program
environmental documents for practicability reasons. The Superior
Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority has
substantial evidence supporting the elimination of U.S. 101
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central
Valley Program EIR. See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft
Program EIR (page 19). The Authority and the FRA considered a
potential HST alternative along U.S. 101 between San Francisco and

Response to Comments from Individuals

San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process. The U.S. 101
alternative was screened out from further study in the program
environmental documents for practicability reasons. The Authority
and FRA revisited this alignment alternative as part of the
alternatives screening for the project level environmental
documents. The alternatives analysis affirmed the previous
conclusions that this alternative was not practicable.

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor. These alternatives
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via Transbay Tube;
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to
carry into the project level environmental document. The
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the
Authority as part of the new decision. Public comments supporting
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that
the Board considers.
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Comment Letter 1327 (Vicki Friedberg and William Pollock, April 25, 2010)

1327
. " Dear
Kris Livingston Mr. Leavitt:
From: COUNCIL-Baylock, Cathy [chaylock@burlingame.org)
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 815 AM
To: Wicki Friedberg; GRP-Council
Ce: PWI/ENG-Murtuza, Syed We
Subject: RE: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments are writing before the April 26, 2010, deadline to officially submit
our comments to High Speed Rail Authority's (HSRA) March 4, 2010,
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). We are residents of the city
Dear Vicki, of Burtingame, on the Peninsula between San Francisco and San Jose.
Thank you for your letter. 1 copying our city council and Public Works Director as well
Cathy Baylock
Mayor
Here
are our concerns:
----- Original Message-----
From: Vicki Friedberg [mailto:vfriedberg@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sun 4/25/2010 9:45 PM 1 13271
) 7 . 2
zoj ggwﬁgﬁ@gsrf&sné hy: marc.t . . T § We are worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed number
L o e e dan.lieberman@sen.ca.gov; senator @sen.ca.gov; of trains scheduled (200 trains a day) and the expected high decibel
margo.rosen@mail house.gov; mark pulido@sen.ca.gov; gOVemnor@governor.ca.gov Jevels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and
. vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems to the
Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments businesses and residences in the surrounding areas.
Please
analyze and describe how noise levels will increase in the areas in
Burlingame (including Burlingame High School, Washington School, the
Recreation Center, Downtown Burlingame (Burlingame Ave.), and
residences near the train tracks including at this address:
April
25,2010
409
Concord Way, Burlingame, CA
Dan
Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925
"L" Street, Suite 1425 2. ) .
Sacramento, HSR will divide Burlingame. 1t will add at least 2 tracks to the
CA 95814 existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and perhaps more tracks if passing
Email: sidings are needed. 1f tracks are elevated, this is a significant
comments@hsr.ca.gov change from the current ground level tracks and would be akin to
= = putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame.
Further, it would divide the High School and recreation facilities 13272
from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our
downtown from east side residents (the area in which we live), and
divide cast and west side residents from each other. To avoid this,
we want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground

Re:
Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material
Comments
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Comment Letter 1327 - Continued

Elevated Please
racks with associ res would be like putting a freeway where a X
:;‘a:‘lzbu‘;‘e'a‘(zfgjﬁcf :‘:1:‘:; d ]el\'/e] train \rzt)cks Pg]caschesc)ribe ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in these schools
how you concluded that there would be NO impact on community cohesion ;Tgl}zglcv;"S‘:al:;]dna?dl::::1]ﬁ:‘:{3?L:::;fdlac.;]isci;::;‘]\i:f\ lS ;:xjélégfu]f;st:;?“
: e 2 >
for this address. S)iz < noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.
1327-6
cont.
409
. Please
Concord Way, Burlingame, CA ensure that the noise, construction, pollution, and other impacts of
HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA
Accessibility Guidelines as applied 10 school students with hearing,
respiratory, and other disabilities.
3
Although Caltrain already runs through
our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and
harmful. The addition of the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks 7
Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running Power ful new electrical poles and wires .
. o . ) A . 3 will be needed to run the high speed trains. We are worried about the
trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires 1327-3 health effects of electromagnetic fields on school children, patrons
will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the of local businesses, and residents in the areas near high speed rail. .
landscape. 13277
Please
explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our
community will be "low." Please
describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.
4.
Our neighborhood will be harmed by the To
extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of avoid the problems indicated, you should consider one of the
HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and 1327-4 following solutions: )
businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary s
tracks.
Put
the high speed train in a tunnel, or 1327-8
5.
HSR will harm how we get 1o school, 1327-5
businesses, and other destinations on the west ~side of the tracks.
Stop
the high speed train in San Jose and have people transfer to
Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Our neighborhood includes the foliowing schools: Washington

Elementary School and Burlingame High School. We request a specific Ver
analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction, and train operations 1327-6 u'lf]lyy‘murs
will affect these schools and their students and learning ly yours,
environment.
Vicki
Friedberg
William
Polfock
3 4

Page 16-999

'CALIFORNIA



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1327 - Continued

409
Concord Way
Burlingame,

CA 94010

cCl

Governor The New Busy think 9 1o 5 is a cute idea. Combine multiple calendars with Hotmail.

Ax("noel’(,i'OI http://www.windowslive.com, ign/th busy?tile=multicalendar&ocid=P1D28326::T:WLMTAGL:ON: WL:en-
Schwarzenegger USIWM_HMP:042010 :

Congresswoman
Jackie Speier

State

Senator Alan Lowenthal,

27th district

Member,

Budget Subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy,
and Transportation; Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing
State

Senator Joe Simitian,

11th District

Member,

Budget Subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy,
and Transportation; Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

State
Senator Leland Yee

State
Assemblyman Jerry Hill

Cathy
Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1327 (Vicki Friedberg and William Pollock, April 25, 2010)

1327-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1327-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1327-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1327-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not

one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.
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1327-5 1327-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, See Response to Comment 1292-8.
the project would construct grade separations where none previously

existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 1327-7

and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the See Response to Comment 1028-10.
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during

construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction 1327-8

impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1328 (Natalie Shevelyov, April 25, 2010)

1328 Aerial tracks will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 train tracks. Please describe how you |1328-2
Kris Livingston decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address. cont
From: Natalie Shevelyov | il.com]
Sent: Monday, April 26 2010 11:03 AM
To: HSR Comments
Ce: assemblymember hill@assembly.ca. gov. ember ] wbly.ca. QD\.'_ Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be a huge change that will be harmful. Adding
senator. yee@sen.ca.gov. senator.si 1.ca.gov; chaylock@b YO, the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus
fgagleé%bl-:“ ingame,org: akeighran@burlingame.org mbro\'\"mgg@b”” ngame. 0'9 adding high electrical poles and wires, will be harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Other ways this
igeal@burlingame org ill hurt how make m looks:
Subject: Burlingame Resident at 1204 Edgehill Drive: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Wi hurthow make my area jooks:
Program EIR Material Comments
Reduce the value of our property 1328-3
April 25, 2010 - P
i Deteriorate our standard of living
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority X L i L L ) o N .
Begin to deter new high income residence and existing high income residence from living and paying taxes in
925 “L” Street, Suite 1425 the city of Burlingame
Sacramento, CA 95814 Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be "low." 1328-4
Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction of HSR. This wil‘| cause
irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property must be taken to run these temporary tracks. | am
specifically worried about this division at the following address: 1328-5
600 Bayswater Ave, Burlingame
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments V: ’ &
Dear Mr. Leavitt:
. X . . X . HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks as it will split our city in two. |I328—6
I am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised
Draft Program EIR (EIR). 1am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specificatly,
Burlin, | don‘t want trees cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame. |1328—7
game.
Here are my concerns: Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American Nationai Standards Institute $12.60
) Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom. 1328-8
I'am worried about neise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise "decibel” 1328-1 a
fevels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase a lot and cause problems at the foflowing Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
addresses/location and for the following reasons: i ’ . ’ i ! e - aRTHEs A
! J (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities,
Ilive on Bayswater and can see the tracks Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried about the health effects of
electromagnetic fields on people at {address) at 600 Bayswater Ave Burlingame. 3289
The existing train makes a great deal of noise already :
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them
Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses.
To avoid the problems indicated, you should consider alternative routes to the present Caltrain corridor and methods of 1328-10
HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe 4 more tracks if passing construction that will not have such devastating impacts on my community.
sidings are needed. This is a big change from the way it is now and would be like putting a freeway through the center of 13282
Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school from the residents on the other side of the tracks and divide the east and west
side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR underground the tracks.

Sincerely,

CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1328 - Continued

Natalie Shevelyov
1204 Edgehill Drive

Burlingame, CA 94010

The New Busy think 9 to 5 is a cute idea. Combine multiple calendars with Hotmail. Get busy.

Page 16-1004
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1328 (Natalie Shevelyov, April 25, 2010)

1328-1
See Response to Comment 1002-2.

1328-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1328-3
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1328-4

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1328-5

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1328-6

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during

@CAHFORNIA
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construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1328-7

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1328-8

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Like the original Bay Area to
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a
programmatic level of detail. Site specific noise analysis, including a
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools,
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. The Authority will
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level
EIR/EIS processes.

1328-9
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1328-10
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives.

@CAHFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1329 (Andy Sells, April 25, 2010)

1329
. . residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences.
Kris Livingston To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.
From: Andy Sells (Artsntek) [andy@artsntek com)] 13202
: Sunday, April 201 P : : .
.?:Ft' H?SR Cynmrﬁrerizl 2010903 Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks. Please Lo
Cr.‘: chaylock@burlingame. org; Marc. Hershr .ca.gov; Lieber ca.gov, describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address.
. Senator.simitian@sen ca.gov, margo.rosen@mall_h?us«e.gov_ Mark_Pulido@sen.ca.gov 450 Marin Dr., Burlingame
Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comment
Importance: High .
Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding the HSR
tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding
Date: April 25, 2010 high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Other ways this will hurt
my area's look and feel:
Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
N ) How would YOU like to have a 4 lane elevated “freeway” running 3-4 blocks from YOUR home, when prior to that, you invested your 1329-3
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425 LIFE SAVINGS to buy a home in a nice, quiet neighborhood with EASY, WALKING ACCESS to a QUIET, RURAL feeling town and lots of
Sacramento, CA95814 trees, that all of a sudden, becomes dominated with a huge concrete structure with loud noise and vibration emanating from it up to
' 200 times a day!11111227?
Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov
Fax: (916) 322-0827 ) .
Do you honestly believe this will not bring down property values all around Burlingame and significantly and negatively impact our
quality of life?
Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be “low.” |I329—4
Dear Mr. Leavitt:
HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the tracks. |I329—5
| am writing before April 26, 2010 fo officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 1don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of-way in Burlingame.
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco § i § . ’ .
to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame. Burlingame is known as the City of Trees. It is major source of beauty and pride for the neighborhood, and it acts as a natural sound |1329.¢
! ' absorber as well regarding the current Caltrains. Taking away the trees would be a major foss of beauty and distinctiveness of
Burlingame, and yet another horrible side effect of putting HSR above ground.
Here are my concerns:
One of my children went to Burlingame High, and this was yet another reason we moved to Burlingame — for the quality of the
. . . " hool, the setting, etc. My concern for my fellow Burlingame residents’ and their children aside, if the quality of the school
. ’ ibratic / . fed ( " v [13201 i g '
! am‘wfome‘d a‘bout nox‘se‘andl V‘brilzlgm ;Ag; ;I’;iprolfosec! Ua]n;ch;dl:,md \20.?1 ltra\r: @ da.y),;nd ttl"ve exgected norrss! deubtstlhe environment or education quality goes down, this also makes the town less desirable and brings down property values. Yet another
fevels ‘or steel on steel W/ \‘ee sat mph ( ), the noise and vibrations wilt increase significantly and cause probiems & way the elevated HSR could destroy my wife’s and my lifetime investment in a quality home in a quality, sought-after neighborhood.
following addresses/location and for the following reasons:
(1) The height of an elevated railway will likely facilitate the sound traveling further and impacting a wider radius than the current
Caltrain trains
Please analyze and describe how noise levels will increase at these addresses. | request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this school and its students and
fearning environment. 1329-7
(1) At Marin Dr., between Oak Grove and Plymoth
(2) in town, where people love to walk, congregate, and eat outdoors, with sidewalk tables (e.g., Burlingame Ave. — which is a huge
part of the charm and appeal of Burlingame, and one of the reasons people (like us) move here or visit or frequent the shops and Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American National Standards Institute $12.60
restaurants. Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty
classroom.
HSR will divide Burfingame. 1t will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing
sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be fike putting an 1329-2 Please ensure that the noise, construction, poliution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the Americans with Disabilities Act
elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

1

2

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1329 - Continued

1329-7
Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them. cjont

To avoid the problems indicated, you should:

Put the high speed train in a tunnel.

Or

Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the Caltrain corridor problems.[1329-8
Or

Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Andrew Sells
450 MARIN DR.

Burlingame, California 94010
cc:

Cathy Baylock, Mayor, City of Burlingame
Mail: City Hall, 501 Primrose Road, Burlingame, California 94010-3997
cbaylock@burlingame.org

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,

Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,

Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

Fax: (650) 341-4676

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc Hershman@asm.ca.gov,

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South El Camino Real, Suite 630, San Mateo, CA 94402
Email fo Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan. Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301
Fax: (650) 688-6370

Emasl'Scnator,simitian@senca.fTov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Paio Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier
Mail; 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 84402
E

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mailhouse.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 916-558-3160
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery Street, Ste 240, San Francisco,
CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco, CA94104 Fax to: (415) 383-0710

State Senator Alan L.owenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources, Environmental Protection,
Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation and Housing

Email to Mark Puiido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov

'CALIFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1329 (Andy Sells, April 25, 2010)

1329-1
See Response to Comment 1002-2.

1329-2
See Response to Comment 1299-1.

1329-3
See Response to Comment 1299-2. See Standard Response 6.

1329-4

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1329-5

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction

impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

1329-6

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1329-7
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1329-8
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Comment Letter 1330 (Lisa Smith, April 26, 2010)

1330
Kris Livingston
—
From: Lisa Smith [lisainsfo@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 12:35 PM
Tao: HSR Comments
Ce: assemblymember. hil@assembly ca gov; assemblymember ruskin@assembly.ca.gov;

senator. yee@sen ca.gov, senator.simitial@sen.ca gov, chaylock@buriingame.org.
tnagel@buringame.org; akeighran@burlingame.org; mbrownrigg@burlingame.org
jdeal@bvurlingame.org

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

I am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised
Draft Program EIR (EIR).

As a Burlingame home owner, 1 wholeheartily believe the additional tracks will cause extraordinary noise level as well as a huge eye
sore. Burlingame is a quaint, quiet town with a rare thriving downtown that will not be able (o tolerate this. The new tracks will be 1330-1
like a freeway dividing the town and affecting traffic as well as the environment.

Additionaily, I have a child that atiends Washington Elementary School a few blocks from the existing CalTrain tracks. Several

hundred students attend this school, which is in session from 8 am. - 3 p.m. Also, Burlingame High School (where my child will go = | 13302
in a few years) is across the street from the tracks. *1 request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train

operations will affect these school and its students and learning environment.®

To avoid the problems indicated above, you should consider alternative routes to the present Caltrain corridor and methods of 13303
construction that will not have such devastating impacts on my community.

Respectfully,

Lisa Smith

225 Anita Road

Burlingame, CA 94010

Page 16-1010
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1330 (Lisa Smith, April 26, 2010)

1330-1

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or
community focal points in the corridor. This resulted in a finding of
no community cohesion impacts at the program level. In addition,
construction of grade separations where none previously existing
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas. The
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San
Jose. Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.

1330-2

Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of
subsequent project-level environmental documents. The Authority
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS
processes. See Standard Response 5.

1330-3
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives.

@CAHFORNIA
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1331 (Don Donoughe and Beth Concoby, April 26, 2010)

1331

Kris Livingston

From: Don Donoughe [don@donoughedesign.com)
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2010 2:46 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: HSR in Burlingame

Date: April 26, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail
Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). I am a resident
and business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically,
Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

| am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and
the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and
vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the following addresses/location and for

the following reasons:

1331-1

We live within two blocks of the Caltrain tracks and the noise is already a problem. My wife and | just

spent over $250,000 on renovations which will be money lost if our house values go down

dramatically as a result of this giant construction and subsequent structure in our neighborhood. Itis |1331-2
without a doubt a bad idea for this to happen in our residential area. Our neighbors are already

delaying construction plans as a result of the proposed HSR project.

i would like to know what the exact noise level would be at our house which is located at 100 Arundel| ..,
Way in Burlingame

CIHSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and
maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the
current ground level tracks and would be like putting an elevated freeway through the center of
Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the
west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side 13314
residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

[JElevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to be just 2
ground level train tracks. | would like to know how you decided that there will be NO impact on
community cohesion for this address.

[ Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant
and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need to keep running during
construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding high electrical poles and wires, will
harm how our neighborhood looks and will dominate the landscape. Other ways this will hurt my
area's look and feel:

This is like adding a four lane elevated freeway in the middle of a small town, not ideal for anyone
especially people who have invested hundreds of thousands of dollars into their most valuable assets,

their home.

Please explain how you concluded that the visual impact of HSR on our community will be
"low."

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during construction
of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and businesses whose property 13316
might be taken to run these temporary tracks. | am specifically worried about this division at the
following address:

'CALIFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1331 - Continued

100 Arundel Road Burlingame ( our house) 1331-6 Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them. 1331-10
630 North San Mateo Drive, San Mateo (my office building) cont. cont
To avoid the problems indicated, you should:
Put the high speed train in a tunnel.
HSR will harm how we get to school, businesses, and other destinations on the other side of the 13317
tracks. Put the high speed train in a covered trench.
1331-11

Route the high speed train next to highway 101 or 280, which would completely avoid the
Caltrain corridor problems.
| don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain right-of- 13315

way in Burlingame. Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to reach San

Francisco.

| have children who attend the following schools:
Very truly yours,

Beth Concoby &

Burlingame High School
Don Donoughe

100 Arundel Road

Our son Logan is a student show attend this school, which is in session from 8_a.m. - 3:00 p.m. |
request a specific analysis of how noise, vibrations, construction and train operations will affect this
school and its students and learning environment. 13319

94010

Burlingame, California

[0 Please ensure that any noise impacts on each classroom in this school comply with American cc:
National Standards Institute $12.60 Classroom Acoustics Standard and hire an acoustical consultant ’
and ensure that noise levels not exceed 35 dBA in an empty classroom.

[1 Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not violate the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as applied to school students
with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

State Assemblymember Jerry Hill,
Mail: 19th District, 1528 S. El Camino Real,
Suite 302, San Mateo, CA94402

[ Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. | am worried 33110
about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people at 100 Arundel Road, Burlingame, CA ) Fax: (650) 341-4676

Page 16-1013

'CALIFORNIA



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR

Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1331 - Continued

Email Marc Hershmann, Field Representative in San Mateo, Marc.Hershman@asm.ca.gov

State Senator Leland Yee
Mail: District 8, 400 South Ei Camino Real, Suite 630, San Matec, CA 94402

Email to Dan Lieberman, District Representative for Millbrae and South, Dan.
Lieberman@sen.ca.gov

State Senator Joe Simitian, 11th District, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Member, Committee on Transportation
and Housing

Mail: 160 Town & Country Village, Palo Alto, CA94301
Fax: (650) 688-6370

Email:Senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov (emails are sent to transportation staffers in Palo
Alto and Sacramento

Congresswoman Jackie Speier

Mail: 12" Congressional District, 400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 750, San Mateo, CA 94402

E

mail: Margo Rosen, District Director for San Mateo office, margo.rosen@mail. house.gov

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger
Mail: State Capitol Building, Sacramento, CA95814, Fax: 816-558-3160

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer

Mail Att: Hilary Pearson, Field Representative for San Mateo County,1700 Montgomery
Street, Ste 240, San Francisco, CA 94111

FAX: 202-224-0454 (reroutes to SF office)

U.S. Senator Diane Feinstein

Mail Att: Christine Epres, Field Representative, 1 Post Street, Ste 2450, San Francisco,
CA94104 Fax to: (415) 393-0710

State Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th district, Member, Budget subcommittee on Resources,
Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation, Chair, Committee on Transportation
and Housing

Email to Mark Pulido, District Director, Long Beach Mark.Pulido@sen.ca.gov
d_d

dontiidonoughedesign.com
iitpi/Avww.donoughedesign.com

p 630.438.8959
¢ 650.759.6369
1 631.614.3508
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1331 (Don Donoughe and Beth Concoby, April 26, 2010)

1331-1

See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.
Also see Standard Response 5.

1331-2

See the Response to Comment 1333-1 concerning noise and
vibration. Also see Standard Response 5.

See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property
values.

1331-3
See Standard Response 3.

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.

1331-4

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1331-5

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the
May 2008 Final Program EIR. As noted in the Final Program EIR, in
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping

would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where
the HST alignment would pass over roadways. However, overall the
visual impact was identified to be low. The March 2010 Revised
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas. As part of the
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort,
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to
properties and visual impacts.

1331-6

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
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project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1331-7

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR,
the project would construct grade separations where none previously
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas
and schools, businesses and other destinations. There is the
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during
construction. Specific locations and the scale of construction
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1331-8

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.

1331-9
See Response to Comment 1292-8.

1331-10
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1331-11
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.

@CAHFORNIA
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Comment Letter 1332 (Karen D. Sparks, April 26, 2010)

1332

Kris Livingston

From: Karen Sparks [kds068272002@yahoo.com) Date: April 26, 2010
Sent: Manday, April 26, 2010 2:59 PM
To HSR Comments richard steffen@mai.house.gov Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
P SR o te 925 "1," Street, Suite 1425
Attachments: HSR letter.doc s
Sacramento, CA95814
Email: comments(@hsr.ca.gov
Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Tam writing before April 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail
Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010 Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). Tama
resident on the Peninsula between San Francisco to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

I am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a
day), and the expected noise "decibel" levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 1332-1
dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and cause problems at the
following addresses/location and for the following reasons:

1 currently live approximately 4 blocks from the train station and I can hear the current
train horn and sounds. Increased decibel levels would definitely present a nuisance
situation.

Please analyze and describe how noise Jevels will not significantly increase.

Additionally, HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2
tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if passing sidings are needed. If tracks

are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be like
putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide

the high school and recreation facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, |j337.9
divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east and west side residences.
To avoid this, I want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

“Elevated tracks with associated wires will be like putting a freeway where there used to
be just 2 ground level train tracks

Although Caltrain already runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be
significant and harmful. Adding the HSR tracks, plus the extra tracks Caltrain will need
to keep running during construction, plus running trains every 5 minutes, plus adding 13323
high electrical poles and wires, will harm how our neighborhood looks and will
dominate the landscape.
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Comment Letter 1332 - Continued

My neighborhood will be harmed by extra tracks needed to keep Caltrain running during
construction of HSR. This will cause irreversible damage to neighboring homes and
businesses whose property might be taken to run these temporary tracks.

13324

1 don't want trees, especially our historic Eucalyptus Grove, cut down along the Caltrain
right-of-way in Burlingame.

1332-5

 Please ensure that the noise, construction, pollution and other impacts of HSR do not
violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and ADA Accessibility Guidelines as|1332-6
applied to school students with hearing, respiratory and other disabilities.

Powerful new electrical poles and wires will be needed to run the high speed trains. Iam

worried about the health effects of electromagnetic fields on people in the community.
1332-7

Please describe the effects and how you will mitigate them.

To avoid the problems indicated. you should either:
Put the high speed frain in a tunnel or .

N . P \ . . 1332-8
Stop the high speed train in San Jose and have people get onto Caltrain bullet trains to
reach San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Karen D. Sparks
1215 Bayswater Avenue, #302
Burlingame, California 94010
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Response to Letter 1332 (Karen D. Sparks, April 26, 2010)

1332-1
See Response to Comment 1031-2 regarding noise and vibration.

1332-2

See Response to Comment 1296-2 regarding community cohesion
and neighborhoods.

1332-3

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. Operational and
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of
project-level EIR/EIS.

1332-4

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as
requiring corrective work under CEQA. Construction impacts was not
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18,
describes construction methods and typical impacts. Mitigation
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of
the Final Program EIR.

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the

full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering
design is complete during the project level analysis.

Potential impacts include street disruption fr relocation of utilities,
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed.
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for
noise during construction can include early construction of sound
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.

1332-5

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of
project level engineering and environmental analyses. Removal of
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor
will be avoided to the extent possible. Operational and construction
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level
EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can
only be done at the project level.
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1332-6
See Response to Comment 1249-10 regarding ADA.

Response to Comments from Individuals

1332-7
See Response to Comment 1028-10.

1332-8
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.
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Response to Comments from Individuals

Comment Letter 1333 (Tara and Fred Klein, April 25,

2010)

1333

Kris Livingston

From: tara kigin [tara@webklein.com]

Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2010 1:37 PM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: Marc Hershman@asm ca.gov, 'Dan.’; chayleck@burlingame.org,
~Senator.simitian@sen.ca gov"@smip1 12 biz.mail.sp1.yahoo.com;
margo.rosen@mail house gov, Mark Pulido@sen.ca.gov

Subject: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Pragram EIR Material Comment

Date: April 25, 2010

Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Authority
925 "L" Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA95814

Email: comments@hsr.ca.gov
Fax: (916) 322-0827

Re: Bay Area to Central Valley Revised Draft Program EIR Material Comments

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

| am writing before Aprii 26, 2010 to officially submit my comments to High Speed Rail Authorities (HSRA) March 4, 2010
Revised Draft Program Level EIR (EIR). | am a resident and/or business owner on the Peninsula between San Francisco
to San Jose, specifically, Burlingame.

Here are my concerns:

| am worried about noise and vibrations. With the proposed train scheduled (200 trains a day), and the expected noise
dacibel” levels for steel on steel wheels at 125 mph (93 dBA), the noise and vibrations will increase significantly and
cause problems at the following addresses/location and for the following reasons:

Our address is 23 Dwight Road, Burlingame, CA. We often hear the train during the day and night. In fact, our 2-year old
son will comment every time he hears it. With the proposed 200 trains a day, | am concermned how much the noise will
impact our daily lives. | am from the East Coast and taken the Acela train between New York and Boston many times
over the years, so | have first-hand knowledge as a passenger of a high-speed rail system. From what | know, the Acela
train construction took advantage of the current Amtrak rails without disrupting the environment around it. While the
convenience was wonderful, every time | took the train, which was never more than once a year, it was never full. If these
trains weren't full, | can't imagine the LA to SF ones would be for a number of reasons. 1) New York and Boston have
more common industries that would have a greater number of communters—insurance, banking, technology to name a
few.(less few common industries between LA and SF) 2) both cities have a high number of people that either don't have
cars or are very comfortable commuting due to subways and other community train systems in those two metro areas—
not the case in LA and SF and 3) the final destination train stations (Penn Station in New York and South Station in
Boston) are supported by bus, train, subway and taxis that can take commuters to their final destinations—to my
knowledge LA and SF do not. In a nutshell, it is my opinion the noise level will outweigh the benefit of having a nice to
have, not need to have high-speed rail system. | would hate to have our neighborhood upended and beauty of our
downtown area tainted so half-empty trains can go up and down the coast 200 times & day.

1333-1

1333-2

|1333-3

1333-4

| am also concerned about how the noise will impact the use of Washington Park, Many festivals, concerts, celebrations
and camps are held here. The train would have serious impact on alt of these. Washington Park is a destination for many
residents across Burlingame and San Mateo.

HSR will divide Burlingame. It will add at least 2 tracks to the existing 2 tracks used by Caltrain and maybe more tracks if
passing sidings are needed. If tracks are elevated, this is a big change from the current ground level tracks and would be
like putting an elevated freeway through the center of Burlingame. Further it would divide the high school and recreation
facilities from the residents on the west side of the tracks, divide our downtown from east side residents, and divide east
and west side residences. To avoid this, | want HSR and Caltrain tracks underground.

Elevated tracks with associated wires will be fike putting a freeway where there used to be just 2 ground level train tracks.
Please describe how you decided that there will be NO impact on community cohesion for this address

23 Dwight Road, Burlingame, CA
Washington Elementary School, 801 Howard Avenue, Burlingame, CA

Although Caltrain aiready runs through our neighborhood, the proposed changes will be significant and harmful. Adding
the HSR t